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PREFACE 


The Contents of this little book constitute an adaptation 
of the Series of lectures in Kannada delivered by me at Mysore 
during the Thirtyninth Sankara Saptaham which lasted from 
21-4-1969 to 29-4-1969 both days inclusive. The substance of 
these lectures has been published in the Kannada philosophical 
monthly, “Adhyatma Prakasha”. 

I have rearranged and somewhat enlarged upon the 
original speeches in order to make this work self-complete as 
far as possible. I hope that this attempt will be of some assistance 
to the critical reader in appreciating Sankara’s interpretation 
of the Upanishads and their essential teaching. I am grateful to 
the authorities of the Adhyatma Prakasha Karyalaya for having 
undertaken to publish the work even in its imcomplete form. 
My heartfelt Narayana Smaranams to all those*that have 
contributed to make this publication af success. 

Holenarsipur Swami Satchidanandendra Saraswati 

25-9-1969 


PUBLISHER’S NOTE TO THE SECOND EDITION 

In deference to an increasing public demand for this 
edifying treatise of Swamiji, of revered memory, we take 
pleasure in bringing out this second edition. 

Holenarsipur Thandaveshwar Arkalgud 

20-3-1996 Chairman 

(Ugadi Day) A. P. Karyalaya 



INTRODUCTION 

THE TWO SETS OF UPANISHADIC TEACHING 

The Upanishads contain two sets of teaching regarding 
Brahman or Reality, addressed to two different levels of the 
mind. To the highest grade of the aspirants, belongs the disciple 
who has attained the mental equipment necessary for entering 
upon the course of study, either in this birth or possesses an 
introvert mind as a result of discipline undeigone in his last 
lives, qualifying him to grasp the teaching imparted in the Sruti. 

This class of seekers comprises two grades. The first 
needs only reminding of the true nature of one’s Self by the 
Sruti through an experienced adept who has himself 
experienced the truths of Vedanta, while the second requires 
guidance for the contemplation of the spiritual steps through 
which one has ultimately to reach that same Self. It is to this 
class of both the grades that the present booklet is expected to 
be of some assistance in the study of Vedanta 

The other set of Upanishadic teachings according to 
Sankara, consists of injunctions for the meditation of the so- 
called Apara (lower) Brahman. This meditation is a mystical 
discipline, quite different from the practice of contemplation 
or the Adhyatma-Yoga (referred to in the present works on 
page 84), which leads the seeker to the direct realization of 
Brahman in this very life. Like the meditation taught in the 
non-Hindu religions, Upanishadic Meditation of Brahman also 
assures eschatological benefits in the Highest Heaven, here 
called the Brahma-loka. A separate treatise would be necessary 
for the guidance of the students of this class, whose practice of 
meditation is to be mainly founded on faith and hope. It may 
be remarked, in passing, that Upanishadic mysticism is perfectly 
rational in that it rests on the secure foundation of the proven 
results that can be experienced in this very life, by disciples of 
the first class mentioned above.* 

* For the benefit of the students who are tolerably well 
acquainted with Sanskrit, a small book called the 
“Brahmavidyarahasyavivrti' has been published in the Karyalaya. It 
contains instructions in meditation of the Apara-Brahman as well as 
the method of realizing the Para-Brahman. 


THE CORRECT VEDANTIC TRADITION 

Of the teachers whose Vedantic works have survived up 
to our times, three famous repositories of this genuine tradition 
deserve mention here. It was Sri Gaudapadacharya and 
subsequently Sri Sankaracharya and Sri Suresvaracharya, that 
clearly pointed to the true line of demarcation between the two 
sets of Upanishadic teachings to which we have here drawn 
the student’s attention. Before and after the time of those 
stalwart champions we find that Upanishadic teachings have 
been uniformly trebled by all interpreters as leading to some 
one of the systems which are mostly a conglomeration of the 
logical and mystical doctrines with a sprinkling of the Sarikya 
or the Yoga system or both. In controversial works on Vedanta 
brought out in recent times we find an inclination to succumb 
to the temptation of using the phraseology of Neo-logic also. 

Sri Sankara was perhaps the first Vedantin to lay 
emphasis on the traditional method of Adhyaropa-Apavada and 
to disentangle the Upanishad texts purporting to reveal the true 
nature of Brahman as the non-dual Self of all the phenomenal 
world from the texts which have the sole purpose of enjoining 
meditation. He was also the first to extricate the Upanishadic 
teaching from the exclusively theological trends to which they 
were drifting in the hands of the ancient Advaitins. His 
clarification of certain Vedantic concepts and principles of 
interpretation to be applied to the Upanishadic teaching as 
contrasted with that of the Karma-kanda (portion of the Vedas 
treating religious works) has greatly helped us to see how the 
Upanishads are not mere authoritative mystical utterances to 
be implicitly believed in, but contain certain revelations which 
take us to direct intuition here and now of undeniable verities 
with regard to our Real Self. 

It is with the object of drawing the attention of the critical 
student of Sankara’s Vedanta to the genuine aspect of Vedantic 
reasoning based upon intuitions, that I have been making a 
sustained attempt by writing a number of books in Sanskrit 
and English as well as in Kannada. The following pages contain 
a systematic account of the clarification of certain Vedantic 
concepts as presented in Sankara’s classical writings, especially 
in his Sutra-Bhashya. It is an adaptation of the substance of 



the Kannada lectures delivered by me during the Sankara- 
Saptaham celebrations at Mysore in April this year. I shall feel 
amply repaid for the trouble taken in its preparation if it adds 
in any way to a better understanding of the matter and method 
of Sankara's Vedanta on the part of earnest seekers of truth. 

My heartfelt Narayana Smaranams to Swami 
Brahmanandendra Saraswati and Sri N. S. Ranga Swamy, who 
went through the manuscript and offered suggestions for the 
improvement of the work. 

My Narayana Smaranams also to the authorities of the 
Adhyatma Prakasha Karyalaya, who have undertaken the 
publication of the booklet as they have done with regard to my 
other writings. May Bhagavan Narayana be pleased with this 
.humble offering of my endeavour to present Sankara’s view of 
Vedanta, as I understand it. 

Holenarsipur Swami Satchidanandendra Saraswati 

25-9-1969 
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SANKARA’S CLARIFICATION 
OF CERTAIN 
VEDANTIC CONCEPTS 

1. THE ATMAN 

1. One of the great obstacles in the way of those 
who try to understand the real teaching of the 
Upanishads, seems to be the want of sufficient efforts 
to determine the exact significance of certain 
fundamental concepts common to all of them. An 
attempt will be made in the following pages to discuss 
some of the most important of such concepts, in the 
light of Sankara’s Bhashya, the most ancient one 
available on the Badarayana’s Sutras. 

The concept that deserves our foremost attention is 
obviously that of the Atman. Sankara introduces his 
Bhashya with the declaration that all the Upanishads 
purport to teach the Knowledge of the Unity of Atman 
(Atmaikatva- Vidya-Pratipattaye ). 

2. And this is in harmony with the teaching of the 
Upanishads themselves. TheMandukya Upanishad, for 
instance, says that Atman is Brahman (3i«hkhi *R3) 
and says that Brahman which is unobjectifiable has to 
be “realized solely by means of the concept of Atman 
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Ma. 7)”, and Mundaka declares that 
Brahman which is the Light of lights, only the knowers 
of Atman can know ^dwa^fcKiire^: 

Mu.2-2-10). The Bhashya on that Upanishad explains 
the passage thus: “Only those that follow the trail of 
the concept of Atman, can know it and not those that 
pursue the concepts of external objects, for it is the 
brightest light within i 

^ Wl^I^TfOTftUT: 

Mu. 2-2-10).” Again the Brhadaranyaka says: 


TT ^StT 


^ Tt$ ^rTII 


“So whosoever devotes himself to any one of these concepts, 
he knows not the truth; for he becomes only partial by 
being tied to these ideas severally. One should therefore 
regard oneself as the Atman alone, for herein are 
comprehended all these ideas” Br. 1-4-7. 

This Sruti says that to regard oneself as the living 
soul, as a speaker, seer, hearer, or thinker, is to conceive 
oneself but partially; for these are notions drawn 
exclusively from the functions of the soul. But the 
most comprehensive way of regarding oneself is to 
think of oneself as the Atman, for in the Atman all the 
other aspects are comprehended 

In the Chandogya again, we find the following text 


TT V tnf 

ll 


TT 3TR*TT rtTcmfa 


“As for this subtle principle, all this Universe has it for its 
essence. That is Reality, that is the Atman, that thou art, O 
Svetaketu” Ch. 6-14-3. 


THE ATMAN 
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It is obvious that the word ‘Atman’ here refers to 
the Reality underlying all the phenomenal world, and 
that each individual soul is identical with it 

3. The word Atman is used in Sanskrit as a reflexive 

or emphatic pronoun also like words compounded with 
self in English. It then denotes the individual or 
individuals denoted by the antecedent noun or pronoun. 
For example, in 3TFH. (I am going to my 

house), 3TF*nt tj? : (We go each to his house), 

3TTc*Ht trt: (Devdatta went to his house), 

3TR*Ht ’Hi (you are going to your house) etc., the 

word 3TR*R: means my own, our own, his own, and 
your own. But as used in the above-cited texts, it is 
clear that the word is no pronoun but denotes the 
essential real nature of the whole world of animate 
and inanimate beings. 

4. Basing himself on a passage in the 
Brhadaranyaka (3-9-2 6) Sankara calls this Atman the 
Upanishadic person (3J1m(hm<: g$*:) and says, 

(?) 55T, ... toJ) 

’nfar ’nfsmwia err 'tt 

(?. W**) 3TRTO JlryU94ymH<W^I4, 

’T ^Tcr ll" 

“Now this Purusha , who is known only from the 
Upanishads, and who is not a transmigratory soul but 
Brahman itself, it is not possible to assert that this Purusha 
does not exist, or that he cannot be known. For in the 
passage ‘Now this is the Atman, described as not this, not 
this’ (Br. 3-9-26) this Purusha is referred to by the word 
Atman (the Self), and it. is impossible to deny one’s own 
Self, because the very denier is himself the Atman.” 

SBh. 1-1-4 
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the Atman 


Here Sankara says in so many words, that the Atman 
is the real Self of each one of us, whether one believes, 
doubts or denies the existence of this Atman. 

Now, lest it should be supposed that this Upanishadic 
Atman is identical with the individual ego of living 
beings, Sankara brings forward an objection and 
provides a rejoinder clarifying the Upanishadic concept 
of Atman:- 

(^) “^3 OTctTT f^TOrT 

I ’T I HcijTbrcll^ I q 

TTR:, TJ^:, 

Wit , 

ll” 

“ Objection - Atman being the object of the notion T, it is 
not reasonable to say that he is known only from the 
Upanishads. 

Reply- Not so. For we have refuted this position by saying 
that this Atman is the witness of that ego. (To explain):- 
Other than the agent who is the object of the notion T, 
there is the Witness thereof residing in all beings, the same 
in all, the one unchanging eternal Purusha, the Self of each 
and every one, who is never known to any one from the 
Vidhikanda (Vedic portion enjoining religious works), or 
from the speculative schools.” SBh. 1-1-4. 


system. While Sankara was referring only to the 
Karmakanda of the Vedas and to the Darsanas 
prevalent during his times, it is strange and nevertheless 
undeniably true of the entire body of theological or 
speculative systems in the whole world to this day. 
This self-evident concept of Atman as the eternal 
unchanging Witnessing Principle in each one of us, is 
known only through the Upanishads and can never be 
traced to any other source. And Sankara, is the only 
thinker who has clarified this Vedantic concept With 
an unsurpassed and unsurpassable spiritual intuition 
he found that the Upanishadic pronouncement was 
convincing and contained the only final soul-saving 
Truth. 

(3) 3?: Tl&znM) 1 

“The one Deva (God) is hidden in all beings. All-pervading, 
the one inmost Self of all creatures, presiding over all, the 
Witnessing Consciousness residing in all creatures. One 
without a second and having no qualifying adjuncts.” 

Sve. 6-10. 


This is a bold claim that the Atman as the Witnessing 
Consciousness, as distinct from the individual soul is 
the real Self of each and every creature, and is identical 
with Brahman or Divinity itself. This Witnessing 
Atman, it is claimed, is to be known and can be known 
only from the Upanishads and that there is no inkling 
of this concept in any theological writing or speculative 
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2. VIDYA AND AVIDYA 

5. The word ‘ Atman ’ really means that which 
pervades (ansflfh) all. And we have seen that our 
genuine Atman is the only Reality underlying all the 
phenomenal Universe, according to the Upanishads. 
Indeed the Chandogya declares:- 

awnt annuli 

yttdlcjrrMI OTrqtrRW II 

“'Now, therefore, the teaching concerning Atman 

alone is begun Atman alone is below, Atman above, 

Atman behind, Atman in front, Atman on the right, 

Atman on the left. All this is Atman alone.” 

Ch. 7-25-2. 

How then is it, it will be asked, that we see this 
manifold universe in which live so many individual 
beings? How is that I, you, or anybody else in this 
world, firmly believes that each one of us is a limited 
being full of desires and not this great Atman ? 

6. The Upanishads reply: It is because of Avidya 
or ignorance. When Nachiketas asked Yama, the God 
of death, to reveal the nature of Atman to him, the 
latter replied: 

(*) fafdt afeT *tt w faitfa wt i 

GumilRtM qftrasrci q shut n 


arfgxrrarqqft m dftT: i 

d^mM I U II: qfajfo qfaqRT mPSl: II 

“These two are wide apart, running in opposite 
directions, Avidya and that which is known as Vidya. I 
consider thee Nachiketas, as longing for Vidya, for the 
numerous desires have not weaned you away from the 
right path. Resting in the midst of ignorance, but 
considering themselves discriminative and wise, deluded 
persons go round and round through crooked ways like 
blind men led by one who is himself blind.” 

Ka. 2-4, 5. 

How and when is this darkness or nescience to be 
dispersed ? The Upanishad replies:- 

grf trot wu miyd^i 

urrat fqfcr tjstot fafqqqt? n 

“All this karma and tapas is Purusha, the highest 
immortal Brahman alone. Whosoever knows this as 
hidden in the cave of the heart, cuts the knot of 
ignorance, my dear boy.” Mu. 2-1-10. 

7. Now what exactly does this '’Concept of 
ignorance ’ stand for? Since it is the ignorance 
concerning Brahman or the real Atman, the Self of 
us all, it cannot be, obviously, a function of the mind, 
which consists in not knowing or misconceiving an 
object. The Atman is as we have already seen (p. 5), 
the Witnessing Consciousness in each of us, and 
there is nothing of which it is not the witness. So it 
can never be the object of the intellect, which is 
itself one of the objects of that Consciousness. But 
nevertheless, we have no other instrument of 
knowledge, associated with which we can talk of 
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ourselves as ignorant of, or knowing anything. What 
then can the Upanishads possibly mean, when they 
speak of the ignorance of Atman ? 


8. This question of the nature of the concept of 
Avidya was never raised by the ancient Advaitins, 
nor has it received the close attention it deserves, at 
the hands of the Post-Sankaras. The author of the 
Pancapadika regarded it as a postulate of Vedanta, 
for he says:- 


arayiiitai sifaaivifdi:, gifnsnfa&j ersnj arwwi- 
*ra wM i jqfa41 i 3TO8 it DwmafcraiutyM- 

n%: II 


“This power called Avidya must needs be assumed, 
as clinging to the very nature of all internal and external 
things; for otherwise, false appearances can never be 
accounted for.” P.P., p. 41. 


But it is evident that this power is not really a 
logical necessity, since none of the other thinkers 
have recognized it and yet their systems have not 
suffered in any manner just because they dispensed 
with the postulates. 

Sankara’s explanation of this enigmatical concept 
is as follows: 


PelM4W d«&nWl rJTKJTCT:, dPiM^I PdHplUKd^niuri ^ 

ai-til-MIrUehdl^ 34-^Tl mTsT 3TKTFT ^rRTfd^^T, 
airq^PdPd^VUy fMui^fwari^Pir4rMTl: PM^H^dl 
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(^) 3TEZIRT qfu^dl aifd^lfd 


The sum and substance of these two extracts, from 
the famous introduction to Sankara’s Sutra Bhashya 
is this:- Atman, the real ‘I’ of each one of us, is the 
Witnessing Consciousness. That alone is really real 
according to Vedanta, since it is absolutely 
undeniable as we have seen (p. 4). The non-self which 
is made up of the body, the senses and the mind is an 
unreal appearance, set up by ignorance or privation 
of knowledge. Now the human intellect has an innate 
tendency to project the non-real Not-self (Un-Atman) 
and confound the identity of the real and the unreal 
whenever it functions. This mixing up of the real and 
the unreal and the delusion which prompts the mind 
to submit itself to a mistaken transference of the 
mutual properties of the Self and the non-self, is 
what is called Avidya. This tendency is so natural to 
all mankind that no one suspects that he is under 
the influence of this primary ignorance due to want 
of discrimination when he talks of‘me 

and mine’. It follows that this Avidya or ignorance 
te finally wiped off as soon as one discriminates the 
real and the unreal and determines their true nature. 
This discrimination and determination of the true 
nature of these, is what is termed Vidya, knowledge. 


9. How and when was this mutual super¬ 
imposition of identity and mistaken transference of 
properties caused? This question is obviously 
illegitimate, for we have learnt that it is an innate 
tendency of the human mind to confound the real 
and the unreal. All human action and experience of 
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the fruits of action presuppose intellection and 
intellfection itself is based on this natal error. Human 
behaviour is on a par with animal behaviour in this 
respect for both are the result of this natural want of 
discrimination. Sankara's dicta on this point are 
incontrovertible for they are all based upon universal 
intuition. 

STfrlT:, u<#ui xt 

^irenfor ryfyyPd^aiil^iurfnT n 

“It is on the presupposition of this mutual 
superimposition of the Self and the non-self, called 
Avidya that all conventions of the means and objects of 
right knowledge - whether secular or sacred - proceed, 
as also all the Sastras dealing with injunction and 
prohibition or final release.” 

Introduction to SBh. 

(?) W % TO137: ^1^1 Ttfr 

VKlRFd^ llfa^ ^ efETt xf 313^- 

^Rd<jU |i j[ulmPu | ^l ST t ycdfagiiNdfd - TT^ 

gw srftr egdiflfefTii: snatfyRT: 

Wf: trarf^Rr: gWPIT MUIUImHWc^H: I W^TT Tt 

^Rind i nfa gwmg; w 

fagtaihi 

“And because there is no difference between the 
(lower animals) like beasts and man. (To explain:-) Beasts 
and other animals run away from any sound etc. that 
contact their eST and other organs of sense whenever the 


VIDYA AND AVIDYA 

knowledge is unfavourable, but proceed towards them 
whenever the knowledge is pleasant. As for instance, 
when they see a man approaching them with a raised 
hand with a club, they begin to run away from him fearing 
that he intends to beat them, but when they see one with 
a tuft of green grass in his hands they proceed towards 
him. So also, even men with intellect developed, turn 
away when they see strong fierce-looking persons 
shouting with upraised swords in hand, but come forward 
towards those who are opposite to this in nature. It. is 
well-known that knowledge through perception of the 
lower animals presupposes non-discrimination. Since the 
behaviour of even intelligent persons is seen to be similar 
to that of animals, their perception etc. also at the time 
can be concluded to be similar. 

[The meaning is that while men do have the faculty of re¬ 
thinking about their behaviour, the process of behaviour itself 
is the result of superimposition due to want of discrimination. 
This shows that all human activity based upon perception and 
other means of knowledge, is in the field of an innate error due 
to want of discrimination between the real and the unreal.] 

(3) faKmiriJwt: 

« 4 cftc|iSletttr: 3 ^ SltflUlkl 

31l<iU^Pe|j!JiyPdi4Tli| TTcf %^RIT II 

“Thus, this beginningless and endless innate 
superimposition of the nature of a false notion engenders 
agency and experience of the fruits of action that all 
humanity is familiar, with. In order to destroy this source 
of all evil, ail the Upanishads are begun to propound the 
Vidya of the oneness of Atman.” 

Introduction to SBh. 

10. The clarification of the concept of Avidya 
then, is a special contribution of Sankara to Vedanta. 
Nowhere else, in the whole range of Vedantic 
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literature do we find this precision of thought which 
distinguishes this root-Avidya, which is responsible 
for the whole process of human knowledge and 
activity, from the individual instances of the 
ignorance of objects in ordinary life. This Avidya is 
beginningless not because, as has been egregiously 
ill-conceived by some followers of Sankara, there is 
a beginningless series of individual Avidya flowing 
in a continuous stream, but because it is itself the 
conjurer of time in which any series can be conceived 
to exist. Avidya is no actual concept of Atman, 
because Atman can never be perceived or conceived 
by the mind, the mind itself being a superimposition 
on the Self. So it is a notion having the semblance of 
a false concept And Vidya, in its turn, 

is not knowledge of Atman in the ordinary sense, for 
the simple reason that Atman can never be an object 
of knowledge. It is rather the intuition of Atman by 
Atman himself. We shall have occasion to discuss 
the nature of this Vedantic knowledge later on. 


3. CREATION, MAYA AND CAUSATION 

11. The concepts of Creation and Maya demanc 
clarification to justify the monistic systems ol 
Vedanta. Maya is of especial importance for Sankara’s 
system, because much ink has been spilt on the 
question as to whether or not the doctrine of Maya ir, 
Vedanta, is a borrowing from Buddhism. 

The following are some of the Upanishadic texts 
referring to creation: 

(r) siiuim^mm yiuiiT^i it 
*R: I 3T?nT?n5fef TPTt gtf RtaT xt qHT tTII 

“He created life, from life faith, ether, air, light, water, 
earth, senses, mind and food. From food vigour, tapas, 
mantras, religious works, the worlds and in the worlds, 
name.” Pr. 6-4. 


(3) 3TTRT cTT TTeim 3lldblMlrd>3H 

^ftT I TT I 3TOt 

nflrlliStmM: II 


“This was indeed Atman alone in the beginning and 
nothing else, sentient or non-sentient. He thought, ‘Let 
me create the worlds’. He created these worlds:- Ambhas 
(the upper aquatic regions), Mareechies, Mara , and Apah 
(the Nether aquatic regions.)” Ai. 1-1, 2. 
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[The first text simply says that the Purusha created Prana 
(life) etc. It is not clear out of what substance he created them. 
The second expressly says that all this universe was Atman 
before creation. The passages quoted below declare that Atman 
(or Brahman) himself became all this in the process of creation.] 


(3) ^ *wt gfcrnrtqKFT: wrafcr i 

m-. ctwtrt ferq;ii 


“Just as the spider exudes and withdraws (the thread), 
just as plants are born out of the earth and just as the 
hairs (on the head and all over the body come) out of a 
living person, so comes out all this universe from the 
Imperishable One.” Mu. 1-1-7. 


[The word srj literally means to throw out), creation in 
the sense of giving rise to something out of nothing is unknown 
to the Upanishads. Akshara without attributes, is itself the stuff 
of the universe.] 


^ (>0 3TTgT7T- 

iivii fRrej 
ihwll^fd I 

dTl'fliitj'Jin II^ ll 


“This was Being alone in the beginning, my boy, One 
without a second. Here some say that this was non-being 
alone in the beginning, and out of that non-being, being 
was bom. How could it be so, my boy? How could being 
be possibly born from non-being ? Being alone, this was 
in the beginning. One without a-second. It thought, ‘Let 
me become plenteous, let me be born as manifold’. It 
created light.” Ch. 6-1-1, 2, 3. 


The passages cited above might 1 by implication, 
mean that Primeval Being or Atman actually 
modified and transformed itself into the Universe. 


CREATION, MAYA AND CAUSATION 


IS 


But this sort of Self-transformation is repugnant to 
the Upanishads. For a subsequent text in this self¬ 
same Chandogya Upanishad says: 

(»t) tT *1 tnftsfuiAddlrUlfad 3rSr3 tT 3TR*TT 

chdUftl &&3T fftr II 

“Now for this Subtle Being: All this Universe has it 
alone as its essence, that alone is real, that is the Atman, 
that thou art, O Svetaketu!” Ch. 6 8-7. 

[It is declared that the Pure.Being alone which created the 
Universe is strictly real, and that alone is the genuine Atman. 
By implication, the Universes comparatively unreal, and the 
individual selves are not the genuine Atman.] 


Here is another passage which declares that the 
Paramatman alone is really real:- 

(<t) I elf W I TT fuflSrlGRT I TT 

tNRdkdl I S3 I ^3? 1% ^ I d r ^cl l I d^31J 

33pf^n Tra c^m^i ^ i 

PW<H dlP-IHdq rt I fg*IR dlPd?!M zf I TTctj tJT^W zf 

I ^33 I -f lcHcdftldi l dlfl fr II 

‘He wished ‘may I become plenteous, may I be born 
as the manifold’. He thought it over; having thought it 
over. He created all this, whatsoever we find here. Having 
created it. He entered the very same (creation). And 
having entered it He became this (actual) and that, the 
definable and the undefinable, the substrate and the non¬ 
substrate, the sentient and the non-sentient. The Real 
became both the real and the unreal, whatever there is 
here. They call it Reality.” Tai. 2-6. 

[The really real Paramatman has entered into the created 
Universe and appears as all the differentiated things, and the 
individual selves. The distinction of the real and the unreal, is 
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also unreal from the standpoint of the really real. More of this 
distinction of views anon.] 

12. And now for the concept of Maya in the 
Upanishads: 

U*!T: shflej} cTdlfw WT uai TTEa I 

f^^rfr^rPTt wjt ii 

faznanfor 3 

oqiki 

“The various Chandas (metres), Yagnas and Kratus 
(sacrifices with and without the Yupa- post), austerities 
(like the Candrayana), and the existent entities as well as 
results to be achieved, which the Vedas reveal — all these 
are bom of this (Great Being), The Mayin (magician) 
creates all this Universe, and in it is another bound by 
Maya. Prakriti is to be known as the Maya, the Great 
Lord as the Mayin (magician). All this world of moving 
and non-moving beings is pervaded by (individual souls) 
which are his parts.” £ve. 4-9,10. 

Here appears the word ‘Maya’ which has scared 
many a scholar. Bhaskaracharya, Yamunacharya and 
others, took advantage of the employment of this 
word and argued that Advaitins who employ the 
Maya-doctrine are the crypto-Buddhists and some 
oriental scholars have openly charged Gaudapada 
with having borrowed the doctrine from the 
Buddhists, while some of them have gone to the 
length of concluding that the Svetasvatara, must be a 
later Upanishad just because it contains this bugbear 
of the word Maya. And yet, what is there in this 
innocuous epithet of Mayin as applied to Isvara and 
Maya, as the material out of which he creates the 
world? No section of the Buddhists ever postulated 


*rnit 3 jtfrfiT 
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an Isvara or invested him with Maya, whether as a 
power or anything else. And when we closely examine 
Sankara’s Bhashya, we find that there is nothing to 
be afraid or ashamed of when we entertain this highly 
philosophical doctrine which so satisfactorily explains 
the phenomena of life while keeping the Advaitic 
Absolute perfectly intact. 

13. First of all, we should dismiss the idea of the 
Post-Sankaras who have stumbled into the mistake 
of identifying Maya with Avidya , misled by the 
collocation of those two words in stray passages of 
Sankara’s Bhashya, such as the following:- 

TJ't WfW: fafTRS^: 3tfaZTCT UTW 

SBh. 1-3-19. 

This passage simply means that there is only one 
principle essentially of the nature of changeless 
Consciousness, and that is Brahman or the Supreme 
Lord, and that he is regarded to be many through 
Avidya, just as a magician on account of his Maya, is 
looked upon to be many, while there is really no 
sentient entity other than Brahman or the Lord. It 
has nothing to do with the identity or difference of 
the Vedantic concepts of Avidya and Maya. 

14. And in the second place, some thinkers misled 
by the word ‘Saktt occurring in Sankara’s Bhashya 
as well as in the Srutis, think that Maya is a power 
exercised by God to. delude souls. The following 
excerpts not only dispel any doubt as to what Sankara 
exactly means by this word, but also lay down a clear- 
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cut principle which enables us to distinguish the 
concept of Maya from Avidya. 


4 I TTT I 3r5cki 1 % TTT i % 

trot feqt fbsqfai vir^^dw trcr 


5Jfrqgqq%: I ^rKRT rt I f*T: ? fepJT rT^IT 

3 rf ^gJ lf^T eh l % »n1 ^ V l fa : aiothhVKfa&m i 
m^TT?srm nranrot ngiyfid:, wit w^iwfaoiteKfedi: 
frdt duiftui) ^T: i d^ddoy^ aii*i¥i¥i«dftfSB*t> 
‘iidPw* ni^ivi ahdsr (g. 3-6-^) 

ifo I «Wr^<HU>lo^n;d^; ‘a^Uldltd: nT:’ (TJ. *- 
I cF*r?RIIilI nfddq^ ; ‘unit $J 
fosn=mf*R <j ntwi;’ (&. *-*o) ^ i 3ieqrET 

% ttt npn dT^i-urdfa^uuiwj aivnwrdn^n 


“What is admitted by us is, however, only a previous 
state of the world dependent on the Supreme Lord, not 
independent of Him. And it has to be necessarily 
admitted, for it serves a purpose. To explain: Without it, 
the Supreme Lord cannot be a creator, since without this 
potentiality, He cannot be active. And on this supposition 
only, the released souls cannot be reborn, for in this case 
the causal potentiality is burnt up by Vidya. The causal 
potentiality is called Avyakta (or the Unmanifest), having 
its locus in the Supreme Lord is the illusory universal 
sleep, in which all the transmigratory souls are sleeping 
deprived of the knowledge of their true nature. Now this 
Avyakta is sometimes denoted by the word Akasa (ether), 
as for instance in the Sruti ‘It is in that Imperishable 
indeed, O Gargi, that the Akasa is woven as the warp 
and the woof (Br. 3-8-11). Sometimes it is denoted by the 
term Akshara, as for instance in the Sruti ‘He is greater 
than the great Akshara' (Mu. 2-1-2). And sometimes it is 
called Maya. For the Mantra says Prakrti is to be known 
to be Maya, and the Supreme Lord to be the Mayin.’ 
(Sve. 4-10) ” 


SBh. 1-4-3. 
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[Here it is clear that Sakti is synonymous with Prakrti, the 
causal potentiality of the world, and is called Maya also. The 
individual souls in that state, are enveloped in ignorance of 
their true nature, to wit, perfect identity with Brahmaa] 

The causal potentiality or Maya is said to be 
Avidyatmika (of the nature of Avidya) which 
expression may be wrongly understood by the unwary 
to have a meaning identical with Avidya. The 
following extract effectively wards off the possibility 
of such a mistake. 


•Hih^ 

“Fictitiously imagined by Avidya as though they were 
identical with the omniscient Lord, name and form 
undefinable either as (Tsvara) Himself or distinct from 
Him, the cause of this manifold world of mundane life, 
are called in the Sruti and the Smrti, ‘Maya’, causal 
potentiality and Prakrti.” SBh. 2-1-14. 



Here we find Maya described as the figment of 
Avidya, and identified with Prakrti, the original state 
of the world before creation. It is called Maya (illusory 
appearance) clearly because it cannot be defined to 
be identical with Isvara or Brahman or quite distinct 
from Brahman. Elsewhere, in the Bhashyas, the 
expression Anirvacaniya (ri^Ri?giwift#ERhT) has been 
explained by the illustration of foam which is not 
quite the same as water, but yet not a different entity 
either. This expression, by the way, gave rise to the 
theory of Sadasadanirvacamya (apparent things 
which are neither being nor not-being) developed in 
the sub-commentaries on Sankara’s works. In this 
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passage, not quoted here at full length, we find 
variants for the expression Avidyakalpita, such 
as Avidyapratyupasthapita, Avidyakrta, and 
Avidyatmaka (presented by Avidya, made up of 
Avidya, and of the nature of Avidya) all of which 
mean the objective appearance due to Avidya. Maya, 
then, according to Sankara is the illusory causal seed 
of the world, due to Avidya ( Adhyasa or mutual 
superimposition of Atman and un-Atman, 
occasioned by want of discrimination). 

15. The clarification of the concepts of creation 
and Maya is, incidentally, also the clarification of the 
concept of the Vedantic concept of ‘causality’. We 
have seen that the Srutis speak of Brahman both as 
the creator and the material cause of the universe. 
But in what sense precisely is Brahman the cause ? 
In order to be in a position to answer this question, it 
is necessary to understand the nature of the effect, 
the Universe itself. Here is Sankara’s picture of the 
Universe:- 


WHUevMW 3>KU||^ 

ii 


“The omniscient and omnipotent cause from which 
proceeds the origin, sustentation and dissolution of this 
universe - the universe which is differentiated by name 
and form, comprehends many agents and experiencers 
(of the fruits of actions), and is the abode of the fruits of 
actions regulated by particular places, times and causes 
(the universe) whose creation is not even conceivable by 
the mind — that cause is Brahman.” 


SBh. 1-1-2. 
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This description is so comprehensive, including as 
it does even time, space and causation, in its scope, 
evidently forbids the conception of Brahman as the 
‘cause’ of the universe in the ordinary sense of the 
word. Nor can we think of Brahman as the ‘maker’ 
of the world in the same sense that a carpenter is the 
maker of a table,, for all agents of action are within 
the universe, and Brahman or Isvara cannot be 
thought of as an agent who forms an idea, makes a 
plan of what he is to make, and then executes it. In 
what sense, then, is Brahman the cause and the world 
its effect? Here is Badarayana’s reply according to 
Sankara: 


(^) *i4mcbi¥iir<i* gp? gjRui n* wi 

ctjfrA^iUirHiet: ch(4*«4|c|- 
I 31KWRJI¥l<bc(lfct«l: II 

“The effect is this manifold world consisting of ether 
etc., and the cause is the Highest Brahman. The non¬ 
existence of the effect in reality apart from that cause is 
concluded. On what grounds ? For the reason that Sruti 
declares that the effect is merely the play of words 
(qinKVHui^) and for other similar reasons.” 

SBh. 2-1-14. 


The word Adi (etc.) in Badarayana’s Sutra refers 
to the texts teaching the identity of the world with 
Brahman. Accordingly Sankara says: 


(3) ■ 

HrOrT TT 3TFTTT 


W-V9), *4 


(f. V#-5), ‘<1^44 (?), *aik444 

■*4^’ (ST. V9-^V3), quifw faocR’ (f. •#-*- 



*TT. 



23 


22 • CLARIFICATION OF CERTAIN VEDANTIC CONCEPTS 

Here the Chandogya, the Brhadaranyaka and other 
Srutis teaching essential unity of the world with the 
non-dual Atman or Brahman, are appealed to. It 
follows that this apparent world, as we are aware of, 
is only the effect of Maya, and is essentially identical 
with and has no independent existence apart from 
Brahman. The following are explicit statements to 
this effect in the Bhashya: 

(*) W ^THRT: AKVr^l 2*13^1 ^ <J 

<J»RTJTTrqm 31^1 II 

“ Objection .- But (according to you) Brahman devoid 
of qualities such as sound is the cause of the Universe 
(full of qualities)! 

Reply:- Quite true, but the effect with qualities like 
sound, never exists except in its essential forms as the 
cause whether now or before the creation.” 

SBh. 2-1-7. 

00 <rar ugichivihHWH, 

w zt i<|IcOIH. dWtrfHuft 

“Therefore it must be concluded that just as jar-space 
and pot-space and other apparent spaces are not other 
than the one ethereal space, and just as water in a mirage 
and other appearances are not other than the desert etc. 
for those ethers and water etc. are of the nature of being 
perceived and vanishing, undefinable in their apparent 
nature, so also this manifold world of the experienced 
and experiences is not other than Brahman in essence.” 

SBh. 2-1-14. 


CREATION. MAYA AND CAUSATION 

This extract places it beyond all doubt that by the 
Vedantic word ‘effect’ Sankara understands nothing 
more than appearance, and consequently the ‘cause’ 
for him stands for the substrate on which appearances 
are superimposed. The students must be forewarned, 
however, that the so-called theory of origination of 
appearances from Avidya (v iItth i f«<*e( fn i d:), a pet 
doctrine of the Post-Sankaras, is conspicuous by its 
absence in the Bhashya. The doctrine of three grades 
of existance transcendental (numfeichUTcj), empirical 
(oqrer*rfr«h*w) and apparent (jnfhTnfagrorxj) is quite 
unknown to the Sutra-Bhashya. On the contrary, 
Sankara emphatically declares that there are no grades 
of existence: 

- (*0 WT xT <bKUl Wjjl fipj ehl^fcj T ci|fo|-e|<id, 

t 1 $ gntfqfa wifoig t cyfarnfa i ^ ^ 

anrri'un-iictj chumi^ thufcq n 

“Just as Efrahman the cause never deviates from 
existence in all the three periods of time, so also the 
effect, the world, never deviates from existence in all 
the three periods (of creation, sustenance and dissolution). 
And existence again is only one So for this reason also, 
the effect is none other than the cause.” 

SBh. 2-1-16. 

Accordingly Sankara says: ‘tWT ^}frh«Fl 

% T^RS^(: TtfefcraRJ. l’ “And such is 

the experience of the common man - who says ‘it is 
the nacre that looks like silver’, ‘The one moon 
appears as though she had a duplicate.” (Ink SBh. p. 
2). So according to him, it is only Brahman, that 
appears as the world and we have no real origination 
of the world at all. He avers this in so many words 
when he says:- 
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(fc) e>U|$dl- 

«d4<KI4M<d lrt?rmirr; TOlftf «r ^tlT U&!Wt5Kldld^ 
3mU<JKi^3kqIrmsrl; qmi^umldHWlidaidif^dW 
— ffrT Pnqqqtq «#ui: c}jlZ|fd II 

“Brahman becomes an object within the purview of 
empirical thought and expression dealing with 
transformation etc. in its special aspect of name and form, 
of the nature of the differentiated or the undifferentiated, 
which is undefinable either as (Brahman itself) or 
something other than it. In its own real nature, however, 
it transcends all empirical thought and expression and is 
never changed.” 

SBh. 2-1-27. 


( 6 ) 1 «lFtviiqgfff: tjftuiWHidMIdHKrt, HUlfdM'dl 

(Shi, d3l1d»h? l 

ViHiquHiqJ ‘^T T£T ^pirtlkur ‘3Tmj ^ 

jra tefir* Of. *-?-*) ^ i dWKWdi^ ^ 

^y^iRd it 

“Nor does this &ruti, teaching evolution, really purport 
to teach evolution as such; for, no fruit is known to accrue 
by that knowledge. It rather aims at teaching the Atman 
of Brahmic Nature, for, its knowledge is known to yield 
a good result. (To explain:) Yajnavalkya commences his 
teaching with the proposition ‘This is the Atman that 
has been described as ‘not this, not this’ and concludes 
‘Fearlessness, O Janaka, hast thou attained indeed, (Br. 
4-2-4). So, there is no defect in our interpretation of the 
Sruti.” SBh. 2-1-27. 


This clarification of the concept of Maya is to be 
found nowhere else except in Sankara’s exposition. 
Empirically speaking, Maya is the causal potentiality 
of the world, projected by Avidya, or 
Superimposition; it is but a special aspect of Brahman 
which evolves itself into the world. But Brahman, in 
its true and real nature, is above all causation. 

“And inasmuch as the special aspect of Brahman, 
fictitiously created by Avidya, is a mere play of words. 
The fact of Brahman, being impartible remains, 
uncontradicted.” SBh. 2-1-27. 

16. Before closing this discussion of creation and 
Maya, we haye to answer one more question. If there 
be really no creation, and causation be wholly Mayic 
only, a figment of Avidya, how is it that we find so 
many different accounts of creation in the 
Upanishads? Is it a mere waste of words? Here is 
Sankara’s answer: 
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4. ISVARA 

17. The concept of isvara is as enigmatical as, if 
not more so than, the conceptions of Maya and 
Causation in Advaita to most of the modern critics 
of Sankara. This is because these are all uniformly 
influenced bj> the current discussions of such topics 
in the light of the later sub-commentaries on 
Sankara’s works. The Vivarana of Prakasatman, for 
instance, brings forward several alternative theories 
about the cause of the world such as these: (1) The 
original Brahman whose reflections are the individual 
souls, and which is associated with Maya, is the cause; 
(2) Brahman reflected in Maya-Avidya is the cause 
of the world; (3) The individual souls themselves, each 
of them, manifest Brahman as the world through their 
private Avidya; and there are as many worlds 
projected as there are Jivas; (4) Brahman itself changes 
into the world through its Avidya, just as individuals 
manifest a world each. - P.V. p. 232. 

And Appayya Dikshitar’s Siddhanta-Lesa 
Sangraha, brings forward a theory that Brahman 
associated with qualities is the cause of the world, 
and that released souls attain union with the Saguna- 
Brahman or Isvara only, until all the souls are 
ultimately released (SLS. p. 534-535). Unconsciously 
swayed' by such scholastic systems perhaps, the late 
Dr. Thibeaut wrotfe in the Introduction to his 
translation of Sankara’s Sutra-Bhashya as follows:- 


“Placing myself at the point of view of a Sankara, I 
am startled at the outset by the second Sutra of the first 
Adhyaya, which undertakes to give a definition of 

Brahman.What, we must ask, is this Sutra meant to 

define? - That Brahman, we are inclined to answer, 
whose cognition the fir^t Sutra declares to constitute the 
task of the entire Vedanta, that Brahman whose cognition 
is the only road to final release, that in fact which Sankara 
Calls the highest. But here we must object to ourselves, 
the highest Brahman is not properly defined as that from 

which the world originates.That from which the world 

proceeds can by a Sankara be accepted only as a definition 
of Isvara -, of Brahman which by its association with 
Maya is enabled to project the false appearance of this 
world and it is as improbable that the Sutras should open 
with a definition of that inferior principle from whose 
cognition there accrues no benefit, as it is unlikely that 
they should conclude with a discipline of the state of 
those who know the lower Brahman only.” 

Vedanta Sutras Intro, p. XCII. 

In this extract we find a glaring confusion of the 
connotations of the terms, Isvara, Para Brahman, and 
Lower Brahman. But where do we have any warrant 
either in the Upanishads or in Sankara’s Bhashya, 
for the supposition that Apara Brahman is ‘lower’ 
than the Para Brahman, or that Isvara is an inferior 
principle in comparison with Para Brahman ? Let us 
first see what the Srutis themselves have to say on 
the subject. 

18. We shall first of all cite the text where the 
terms ‘Para Brahman’ and ‘Apara Brahman’ occur: 

(*) TTflt xrt rjmt rt W ^fRW^TTfggr- 


“Verily, O Satyakama, this Omkara is both the Higher 
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and the Lower Brahman. Therefore the devotee goes to 
either of these only through this source.” Pr. 5-2. 

Perhaps this is the only text which expressly makes 
the distinction between the Higher and the Lower 
Brahman. There is another text in the Mundaka 
which refers to Paramam Brahman:- 

(?) ^ 1 tfiqrqr «¥T ?i$ct arafa, qn*rr- 

I cidrt cidct qnqR fagiftbydl 

ii 


“Whosoever knows that Supreme Brahman indeed, 
becomes that very Brahman. In his family,* no one is born 
that knows not Brahman. He crosses lamentation, crosses 
sin; freed from the knots of the heart, he becomes 
immortal.” Mu. 3-2-9. 


[This Brahman whose knowledge results in attaining identity 
with Brahman, has been called Akshara (the Imperishable), 
Satyam (Reality), and Purusha (Person) also in this Upanishad.] 

We find the word isvara’ in the following Srutis:- 

(?) dnTaouii tmr q^it <r ^ddMi qrq • 

qfw WflWi tmr luwif&jiq ^ ii 


“Him the Greatest Ruler of all rulers. Him the Highest 
God of all the gods, the Greatest Protector of all 
protectors, beyond all of them do we regard that Shining 
one (^>0 Praiseworthy Ruler of the world.” Sve. 6-7. 

[The next two verses contain the word Sakti (7ifrT>:) and 
Kdranam (<fcltui*^ which we have already discussed.] 

It is clear that the Sruti makes no difference 
between Para Brahman and Isvara. 


19. We may now proceed to consider Sankara’s 
views on the point. While opening the discussion 
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about the interpretation of the text ‘TT tpr TO wrfa 9 
(He leads these to Brahman) Sankara writes as 
follows:- 


($) *5 ¥¥T WlftT’ ( 0 T. 

fafafacwl — f% ¥¥I WlftT,. 

¥¥T? — ^fttl f*T: tr^RT: ? «^IVIW>ll<t, 
ufcPJjrljJj | rra' <fcl44q tthum aiqf art] IH|w : 


« ki4mci ^ quu]' ar 
^T«Wl4f HRIrT 


“The doubt arises whether the devotees are led to 
Karya (effect), Apara (Lower), or Param (Higher) Brahman 
itself, Avikrtam (unmodified), Mukhyam (Brahman in the 
primary sense). Whence this doubt ? Because of the word 
Brahman, and because of the Sruti teaching movement. 
Here the teacher Badari thinks that it is the Karya (effect), 
Saguna (with qualities), Aparam (Lower) Brahman, for 
motion is applicable only to this 
Brahman.” SBh. 4-3-7. 


In this context, Sankara gives variants of both the 
terms Para-Brahman and Apara-Brahman. Now, do 
these denote two distinct entities or one and the same 
Brahman? The following excerpt will answer this 
question:- 


¥ht Tifospni: qtftq^ aisnftaRt i t snanft qr^amt 
Wit ‘TTat UrilchW ijt «nqt W «¥T qjjfcH :* 
(3t. vt) ^Rn^^bn^i jp: qt ¥¥i feqqrfqlh? 

tTRrrq; i ^ ^ qTqwnfs^t^r 
f^TSq; aqHHKJ aqft^ ‘TRhRt: TUUlVlhh %TR5q:’ 
(ST. dc(4<*^ I aiffidlq^ld- 

I ¥ I ailddl^dHm^iilmfychd-MI q U^dtdl^ ll 
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“Here Srutis teaching movement in the context of 
Apara-Brahman, have been wrongly applied to Para- 
Brahman, merely because of failure to discriminate 
between the Higher and the Lower Brahman. 

Question:- Are there two Brahmans then, the Higher 
and the Lower? 

Answer:- Yes, there are two. (This is borne out) by 
the Sruti: ‘O Satyakama, verily this Omkara is both the 
Higher and the Lower Brahman. 

Question:— Which is the Higher Brahman then and 
which is the Lower ? 

Answer- We reply: Where Brahman is taught by 
means of words like Asthulam (not gross), negating 
specific features such as name and form created by 
Avidya, that is the Higher Brahman. Where, on the other 
hand, that same Brahman is taught as qualified by some 
specific features for the purpose of meditation, as for 
instance by means of such words as (made up of 
mind), Jliuivitlfl (having Prana for his body), (of the 
nature of light) etc., that is the Lower Brahman. 

Objection:- The Sruti teaching non-duality would be 
violated in this case, then! 

Reply:- No, for this has been obviated by stating that 
the form with attributes is due to the conditioning adjunct 
of name and form created by Avidya.” 

SBh. 4-3-14. 

It is clear that one and the same Brahman is 
regarded as higher or lower according as specific 
features are denied in the Sruti or ascribed to it for 
the sake of meditation in the sphere of Avidya for 
the convenience of aspirants who cannot rise to the 
level of the absolutely featureless Pure Brahman. 


Brahman in itself, of course, remains in its pristine 
purity even when it is meditated upon as endowed 
with qualities by mediocre intellects. Hence it is that 
Sankara does not hesitate to style even Brahman 
meditated upon as ‘Para Brahman’, when the context 
is clear enough that it is Brahman with qualities. 
Witness the following quotation:- 

(X) ‘sniTUTt 1PHT: «j%: 

i ^ § ‘rRhrst: snurjith:’ far. v?*-?) 

“ ‘Without Pranas, without mind, pure’ - is a Sruti 
relating to the Pure Brahman, while this Sruti - ‘Made 
up of mind, having Prana as his body etc.’ (Ch. 3-14-2) 
refers to Brahman with qualities. This is the difference 
between the two texts. Therefore since the qualities 
intended to be taught by the Sruti apply to Brahman only, 
we have to conclude that it is Para Brahman alone that is 
to be meditated upon.” SBh. 1-2-2. 

It is obvious that Saguna Brahman intended for 
meditation has been itself styled Para Brahman, as 
nobody would fall into the error of imagining that 
Brahman without qualities is meant by that term. As 
to the propriety of applying the epithet ‘Higher 
Brahman here, it has to be noted that qualified 
Brahman is higher relatively as compared with the 
individual self. That this line of reasoning is justifiable 
according to Sankara, is vouched by the following: 

(q) Tq favtaui Ttu- 

trurt I ^ I fTTgl^RT HIUPW trngtqq% ; || 

“ Objection If the lower Brahman is taken to be meant 
in this passage (Pr. 5-5), the epithet 1 Param PurushanC 
(the higher Person) would not be consistent 
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Reply:- This fallacy cannot be imputed here. For Prana 
may himself be well regarded as ‘higher,’ relatively in 
comparison with Virat” SBh. 1-3-13. 

[This is a discussion devoted to the interpretation in the 
Prashna Upanishad (5-2-5) where it has to be determined which 
Brahman is meant by ‘the Higher Purusha’ to be meditated upon 
through the symbol Aunt. The prima facie view that it is the 
lower Brahman is sought to be justified by aiguing that the 
word ‘higher’ is only relative.] 


20. So much for the apparent inconsistency in 
the use of the adjectives ‘higher’ and ‘lower’ with 
respect to Brahman. We have found that lower 
Brahman is not, according to Sankara, either distinct 
from or inferior to higher Brahman in any way. It is 
identically the same Brahman that is sought to be 
known by the seekers of the highest grade or to be 
meditated upon by the middling aspirants. That 
Brahman is regarded as that from which the Universe 
originates, cannot militate against its being regarded 
as the higher Brahman, is readily seen from Sankara’s 
clarification of the concept of causation already 
discussed in the previous section. Without tarrying 
any more to discuss this objection, we may now 
proceed to an examination of the concept of Isvara 
as understood by Sankara. 

21. In his commentary on the second Sutra of 
Sariraka, Sankara writes: 


(£) 3FPT SFRT: oMlchdFM, 

.... I 7 

fw 3RFT: TORI*! 


ISVARA 
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3T 3<qwrfd Wcl fa g ^19^11 

The first sentence which describes the nature of 
the Universe has already been translated on page 20. 
The second sentence says that, 

“The origination etc. of the Universe with these 
characteristics cannot be possibly conceived to be 
effected by any cause other than the Isvara possessing 
these qualities.” SBh. 1-1-2. 

It is clear that the secondless Brahman is equated 
here with Isvara (Ruler) who is omniscient and 
omnipotent. 


This apparent self-contradiction - that Brahman 
is featureless and at the same time possesses the 
qualities of omniscience and omnipotence - is what 
puzzled Thibeaut and made him remark: “Placing 
myself at the point of view of a Sankara, I am startled 
at the outset by the second Sutra of the first Adhyaya” 
(Vs. Int. p. XCTI). But Sankara persists in this 
identification of the absolutely featureless Brahman 
with Isvara in the body of his Bhashya throughout. 
Take for instance, the following extract:— 

(3) Tg? I sgjTOlfc:, 

Wt<8R l$cr WsTRT I ? mtfrfc: I 

cj. sftii 


“To this objection we reply: This, source of all beings, 
the possessor of qualities like invisibility etc. is the highest 
Lord only and nothing else. How is this conclusion arrived 
at? Because His attributes have been cited. (To explain:) 
The clause ‘He who is all-knowing and all-perceiving’ 
evidently refers to the exclusive attribute of the Highest 
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Lord.” SBh. 1-2-21. 

It is evident that negations of specific features has 
been here spoken of as though they were qualities, 
and that very Brahman without features has been 
styled as the Highest Isvara. 


22. The derivative meaning of the word Isvara is 
‘ruler’. It would be interesting to enquire how Sankara, 
an Absolutist who postulates One Brahman without 
a second, reconciles himself to the idea of a ruler 
and admits the distinction of an omniscient ruler and 
the ruled into his system without self-contradiction. 
The following extract throws abundant light on this 
point:- 


e\ ' v ' 

I ‘rfWSI IfrKHKMH 3?ran?T: 

w^T:’ (ft. ^if^icw«rr 

W-TT^, 3 RTW 11 T «fd?ild: ‘^TTSTW ^TrT:’ 

Tfl trf^TT ^T 

i 33T ^TEZ|?r 3I3RUnwq : I T <^i( afadlqsS rt 
QCR1I? I STIFFIrT $cuIqeilci»lt ,, Kl 


FFIT, ^ 

^ ^TFT 

(ST. 6-W-1) frl: I . 
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*r; 

i m>nv5<Tl f^rgraT awiwtfcMiwfcil sn^r ^nTvw«>m- 

tT%rgif?srafR 3mrarh twt '^t hhwiv<iRi 

ii^uTird *t (st. 's-w-D 

TT^T ^ (?• 

F?TTf^TT rTII SBh.2-1-14. 

The objection is started here that for one who holds 
the doctrine of the unity of the one changeless 
Brahmatman, there can be no distinction of a ruler 
and Something ruled, and hence, this would counter 
the fundamental tenet of accepting Isvara as the cause 
of the world. And the answer is that the doctrine of 
Causality is Mayic, but the omniscient Isvara himself 
is distinct from the Mayic name and form. We have 
quoted this portion of the Bhashya already (on p. 19), 
in connection with the clarification of the concept 
of Maya. 

The sequel to this portion has now to be reviewed 
in connection with the concept of Isvara, which is 
the subject-matter of the present section. Sankara here 
says: 

“Thus (Brahman) conditioned by name and form set 
up by Avidya becomes Isvara, just as universal ether 
limited as it were by jars, pots etc. And empirically 
speaking. He (the Kvara) rules over the souls conditioned 
by individual consciousness ( Vijnanatmanah ) called Jivas, 
who are really one with Himself, but who like the jar- 
spaces of the illustration depend upon aggregates of the 
body and the senses effected by name and form presented 
by Avidya. Thus the Lordship of the Lord, his 
omniscience and omnipotence are only relative to the 
limitation caused by the conditioning of adjuncts of the 
nature of Avidya. But in the Atman, really divested of 
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ISVARA 


all conditioning factors, on the dawn of Vidya, there 
cannot be any room for conceptions like the ruler and 
the ruled, omniscience etc. Accordingly, it has been 
declared in the Sruti: ‘That is the Infinite, where one 
sees nothing else, hears nothing else, knows nothing else’ 
(Ch. 7-24-1) and also by the text beginning with -.‘But 
when for this one all has become the Atman alone, 
then what could one possibly see and with what T (Br. 4- 
5-15) ” SBh. 2-l r 14. 

23. If Brahman alone is really real, and without a 
second, in what sense is it Sarvajna (omniscient), 
Sarvasakta (omnipotent) ? Is it not a contradiction in 
terms to say that there is no act of knowing on the 
part of Brahman and yet it is all-knowing, it exercises 
no power and yet it is all-powerful? How can 
Brahman know at all before creation since it has no 
corporal adjunct then and, as we all know, body is a 
necessary pre-requisite for consciousness to arise ? 

The Sruti says in reply to all this: 

( y) * *>n? sRToi i 

TOST* zf II 

“He has no body and no senses. There is none equal 
to or greater than Him. His supreme power is heard to be 
variously described, and belonging to His very nature is 
His knowledge, strength and act.” Sve. 6-8. 

[Consciousness is here described as Brahman’s very nature, 
and so is His power.] 

The following extracts from the Bhashya, 
pondered over, would throw abundant light on the 
true nature of the consciousness and power ascribed 
to the changeless Brahman without a second: 


(?) TOt fg ?tr facwfai , 

“It is a self-contradiction to maintain that one who 
possesses eternal Consciousness capable of throwing light 
on everything, is not omniscient. If His knowledge were 
impermanent. He could know things sometimes, and 
could not know at other times, and consequently it would 
follow that He may not be omniscient. This defect is 
inconceivable in case His Consciousness is eternal.” 

SBh. 1-1-5. 

[Consciousness being His very nature, it is inconceivable 
that He does not know certain things on certain occasions.] 

(?) *Tc*q*WI 

cfT <*>l4 I 3HiTc||fciyt<«i<i, 3M<«llfc|¥lt||vc| I 

yilri* i , II 

“The power which may be supposed to inhere in the 
cause in order to ensure a particular effect (and no other), 
cannot ensure the production of the particular effect if it 
is other than the cause, or non-existent. For in that case, 
it would be quite like any other thing which is non¬ 
existent or other than the cause (and there could be no 
valid reason why that cause alone should produce the 
particular effect). Hence we have to conclude that the 
power is identical with the cause, and the effect is 
identical with the power.” SBh. 2-1-18. 

24. To sum up, Sankara’s concept of Para 
Brahman, Apara Brahman and Isvara is that the same 
Brahman is called Higher Brahman when it is made 
the subject of enquiry as Reality, Lower Brahman 
when it is recommended in the Srutis as an object of 
meditation, and Isvara or the omniscient and 
omnipotent when it is thought of as the cause and 
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ruler of the phenomenal world containing individual 
souls. The distinction is admitted only from the 
thought-position of the student of Vedanta and there 
is no distinction or difference allowed in Brahman 
itself. The so-callfcd Consciousness and power of the 
Divine being are eternally identical with the Being 
and it is only relativity that makes Vedantins speak 
of God’s knowing or being the potential cause of an 
effect, just as it is in empirical life when we say ‘fire 
bums the faggot’, ‘the river flows’ or ‘the sun shines 
upon the snake when it creeps out of the anthill’. It is 
clear that the Absolutism of Advaita is in no way 
affected by these conventional ways of thinking or 
speaking. 


5. BONDAGE AND RELEASE 

25. We have seen that Sankara’s clarification of 
the concept of Isvara demands the supposition of two 
distinct stand-points. Isvara controls the destiny of 
individual souls only in the sphere of the common- 
sense view (^laiwi, infti arasufanilf); from 

the standpoint of the really real, however, there is no 
distinction of the ruler and the ruled, or omniscience 
and limited knowledge at all. (*t urmsfa: ... arpqft 

i) On what basis this 
distinction of the two view-points is formed, we shall 
consider later on. Meanwhile, if we grant that the 
distinction of the Ruler and the ruled is true on the 
empirical plane only, it follows as a corollary that 
the idea of bondage and release for the soul is also 
true on that plane only. The Sruti sanctions this 
deduction:- 

(*) rT oShhleAM, ^ | 

“This changeful and the changeless, both the evolved 
and the involved Universe mutually correlated, the Isa 
supports. The helpless individual Atman is bound on 
account of being an experiencer (of fruit of action). By 
knowing that Shining One, however, he is freed from all 
bonds.” <§ve. 1-8. 

sggm i fapsr fegsqfr n 
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“This citadel of eleven gates belongs to the Unborn 
whose nature as Consciousness is never crooked. 
Meditating on Him through knowledge, one grieves not. 
And being freed, he is freed for ever.” Ka. 5-1. 


26. Texts like the ones we have just now quoted, 
teach in the clearest manner that knowledge of the 
true nature of Atman alone can release the soul, 
thereby implying that it is Avidya or primeval 
ignorance only that binds the soul. The following Sruti 
is explicit on this latter point: 


(^) ^ % ^T: faflT 


f: Tt HTT 


“Worshipping him (Pippalada), Bharadvaja and others 
gratefully said: ‘Thou art indeed our real father, for thou 
hast taken us across our ignorance (Avidya) to the other 
shore.” Pr. 6-8. 

27. Sankara appeals to Upanishadic texts of this 
type when he propounds his doctrine of 
Moksha (Release):- 


rt gfit: ‘q ? t RVliliW R<T: (ST. 6 - 

??-?) warf&nr i ‘arTiftt gra 

?) fTrai ni^ivInyrd^i^ , 


“This nature of Samsara (mundane life), the ephemeral 
experience of pleasure and pain of changing degrees by 
assuming different bodies due to gradation of meritorious 
and unmeritorious deeds of beings subject to defects like 
Avidya, is well-known from Srutis, Smrtis and reasoning 
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Accordingly the Sruti reaffirms this nature of Samsara 
as described above when it says: ‘There is indeed no 
freedom from the oppression of pleasure and pain for a 
being so long as it is embodied’ (Ch. 8-12-1), and since 
contact of pleasure and pain is denied for the liberated 
one by the Sruti, ‘Pleasure and pain, indeed, do not touch 
one who is without a body’ (Ch. 8-12-1), it can be inferred 
that unembodiedness called Moksha is not an effect of 
meritorious deeds (*l*f) known through the Vedic 
injunctions.” SBh. 1-1-4. 

‘arcprflt i r^rt KqiiwiM 

1 STfafa’ (gjT. ?-??), 'aunuit WPRT: ^ v (tj. ?- 

?-?), '3^5* fro 5^-.’ (f. froif^-gla^r: i 3ro 

II 

“ Objection .• Unembodiedness may be itself the effect 
of Vedic Dharma. 

Reply: No, for that is the very nature of Atman. 
Witness the following Srutis: The wise person who knows 
the Atman that is unembodied even while he is in the 
bodies, changeless among the changeful bodies, one who 
knows this great and all-pervading Atman never grieves’ 

(K. 2-22), ‘He is indeed without Prana (life-breath) and 
without Manas (mind) and pure’ (Mu. 2-1-2), ‘This Purusha 
(Person) is indeed never tainted by anything’ (Br. 4-3-15). 
For this very reason, it is to be concluded that 
unembodiedness called Moksha (Final Release) is quite 
unlike any effect of religious work which has got to be 
performed.” SBh. 1-1-4. 

28. Sankara reinforces his argument that final 
release is only the dispersal of ignorance and no more, 
by appealing to Srutis that teach immediate release 
as soon as enlightenment dawns. 
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BONDAGE AND RELEASE 


(3) sift w ‘asr Oj. V3-3), 

xJTW <*iMfui mm^V ('f. 3-3-6), 

fasni i * fiiirfH f<raR’ $. 3-3), ' 3 W i ywtsfa’ 

(*. *-3-X) 

Of. 3-*- 3o), 4 ^r ■$%: H: #5 (f. 

V9) - ^einrai: g?W:, ¥grferR3R ^ dvWril:, ^ 

*iu^< grwftr n 


“Moreover, Srutis like these point out that Moksha 
accrues immediately after the dawn of the knowledge of 
Brah ma n , and thus precludes the necessity for anything 
else to be done in the interval before Release. ‘One who 
knows Brahman, becomes Brahman itself (Mu. 3-2-9), 
‘When that Brahman which is the Higher as well as the 
Lower is seen, all his residual works perish’ (Mu. 2-2-8), 
‘Knowing the bliss of Brahman, one fears nothing 
whatever’ (Tai. 2-9), ‘O Janaka, fearlessness, indeed, hast 
thob attained’ (Br. 4-2-4), ‘It knew itself in the form ‘I am 
Brahman’ and thence it became all’ (Br. 1-4-10), ‘What 
delusion, and what lamentation can there be for one who 
has realized oneness? (Is. 7.).” 

SBh. 1-1-4. 

(3) <rar ai? ^ 4 sr' 

(*. 3-*-30) *<ioqkU«*KU|W 

44 1 ^14^ 1 *rar iirafir’ 

et»i«iT-a< -iiwlfd *IEpl II 


“We might likewise quote the passage (Br. 1-4-10) 
‘Seeing this same Brahman Rshi Vamadeva discovered 
(the Mantra) ‘I have been Manu and Surya’ to show how 
the §ruti wards off the idea of something to be done in 
the interval between realization of Brahman and 
becoming all this Universe. This passage is analogous to 
the statement ‘He sings standing’ where it is conclusive 
that there is no action intervening between the acts of 
standing and singing.” SBh. 1-1-4. 


29. There is a special advantage, in thus 
conceiving Moksha, for as Sankara shows: 

II 

“Hence as the Sastras remove the idea of one’s being 
a transmigratory soul imagined by Avidya and reveal 
one’s nature as the eternally free Atman, no blemish of 
impermanence can be attached to Release.” 

SBh. 1-1-4. 


It is a tenet acknowledged by all schools of 
Vedanta, that Moksha is eternal, but no school other 
than that of Sankara, can escape the charge of the so- 
called Final Goal being impermanent, seeing that all 
these schools treat the Summum Bonum as the effect 
of some religious act of discipline enjoined in the 
Srutis. Sankara’s tradition is unique in treating the 
bondage of mundane suffering as the figment of 
nescience and Release as the result of right knowledge 
arising from the teaching of the Upanishads. 
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30. ‘Sastra’ is a name assigned by -Vedantins to 
the Vedas in general and to the Upanishads in 
particular. Thus in commenting on the third Sutra of 
Badarayana, Sankara writes 


^ireret qfonniforei wtisfar n 


“Brahman is the source, the cause of the great Sastra 
consisting of Rigveda etc. enlarged by various branches 
of learning which illumines all things like a big lamp, 
and which is almost omniscient. For the origination of 
such a Sastra consisting of Rigveda etc., which is 
accompanied by the quality of omniscience, can hardly 
be conceived to proceed from anything but from an 
omniscient Being.” SBh. 1-1-3. 


Pn the sequel to this para, it is argued that omniscience 
reaches its culmination only in the Great-Being from whom 
Rigveda etc. comes forth spontaneously like an expired breath.] 


31. The present section is exclusively devoted to 
a consideration of the validity of the Sastra in its 
aspect as the Upanishads. How are the Upanishads 
to be considered as a valid means of right knowledge ? 
Are they the source of knowledge regarding Brahman, 
in the same way that the Vedas are with regard to 
heaven :), the gods (^crtt:) etc., whose existence is 
to be taken for granted on the exclusive authority of 
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the Vedas enjoining certain rituals which lead to 
them, the performer of those religious works after 
death ? Here is Sankara’s answer 


(0 t jnnnT 

q «rm* Tef fiTg introm i 

3ij^qie|«HccU«^ I cfalot) % (epW 

^Vd|i)$TTRlYd tnqiuq gV<l4l^ r Mdm- 

... i ^ 5 ^ 9 ^, aifttt, — 


“Sruti etc., alone are not the means of knowledge in 
the case of the enquiry into the nature of Brahman, as it 
is in the enquiry with regard to the nature of Dharma 
(religious work), but Sruti etc. and intuition etc. also as 
the case may be, are here the means, for the Knowledge 
of Brahman is to culminate in Intuition, and relates to a 
factual existent Entity. (To explain:) With regard to a 
religious duty, there being no need of any Intuition, Sruti 
etc. alone can be deemed to be the valid means, and this 
for the additional reason that the origination of religious 

duty entirely depends upon the will of a person_but 

an existent thing cannot in this manner be conceived 
alternatively to be such, or not such, existent or non¬ 
existent at one’s will. Alternative thoughts with regard 
to a thing depend entirely upon the imagination of a 
person, but the truth of a thing does not depend upon 
the will of a person but depends entirely upon the nature 
of the thing.” SBh. 1-1-2. 


Elsewhere Sankara makes his view clearer with 
regard to the matter in hand:- 

3T 1 IJ Of. V 

?) I ‘drciqlV (3T. 5-6) ^ fR4cl^VII< I 
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^ 414444 31$:, TRlt itfclUlftr 


“In the case of the results of religious works, which is 
not within the range of Intuition, a doubt may possibly 
arise as to whether it would come true or not. But the 
result of knowledge is within the range of Intuition, for 
the Sruti refers to it as ‘That which is actual and directly 
known’ (Br. 3-4-1), and teaches the identity of the 
individual self and the Universal Self, in these words 
‘That thou art’ (Ch. 6-8-7) as an ever-existing fact. Surely 
the sentence ‘That thou art’ cannot be stretched to mean 
That thou shalt become after death.’ ” 

SBh. 3-3-32. 


32. A doubt may possibly rear its head here: How 
can the Upanishadic texts convey an idea of what 
Brahman is to us ? Sentences are made up of words and 
words can denote or connote only objective things which 
possess predictables like genus, quality, action or relation. 
But in the Upanishads, Brahman is not only denied all 
attributes, but also declared to be strictly inexpressible 
by words and unthinkable by the mind: 



“This indeed, O Gargi! Brahmanas regard to be the 
Akshara (the Imperishable). It is neither gross nor subtle; 
neither short nor long; not red, not viscid, without shadow 
or darkness, not air, not ether, unattached; without taste, 
without smell, having no eyes, having no ears, having no 
organs of speech, having no mind, having no light, having 
no life-breath, having no opening, having no measures 
and having neither inside nor outside. It eats nothing 
whatever. No one eats it.” Br. 3-8-8. 
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(3) I 3TOTO 7R4TT || 

“Whence speech (and other organs of sense) return 
unable to reach it, along with the mind.” Tai. 2-9. 

It is ineffable not because words are inadequate to 
describe it, but because it is the eternal subject which 
objectifies everything else and so can be objectified 
by no words. 

( 3 ) 44Wli4^r<4 ifa II . 

4-44411 T 4-pT I 

xfr W fafe ^ 4r<wyMi4i<l II 

“That which speech cannot express, but which itself 

expresses speech.That which the mind cannot think 

of, but which itself, they say, thinks of the mind. Know 
that alone to be Brahman, not this which they meditate 
upon as an object.” Ke. 1-5, 6. 

Thus, Brahman is beyond the region of the senses 
and the mind which alone are the instruments 
through which one can know objective things in 
ordinary life. On the other hand, it is of such a nature 
that it shines forth by its own inherent light and lights 
up both the senses and the mind and enables them to 
throw light on their respective objects. If so, it will 
be asked, how can even the Sruti describe Brahman 
which is the light of eternal Witnessing 
Consciousness, which is the prerequisite to know 
even the Vedas as such ? 

33. Sankara points out that there being no need 
for any means to establish the existence of Brahma- 
Atman (Brahman that is our very Self), the Srutis are 
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called Pramana (means of knowledge) by courtesy 
insofar as they remove the distinctions superimposed 
upon Brahman by Avidya. We have seen that Avidya 
is the mutual superimposition of the Self and the not- 
Self, and it is only through ignorance that we speak 
of the means and objects of knowledge: 


Jimu|J|itooMei3Ki: rAfocbl 3IfrIT:, 

?irenfbr f^nrf^nTtepmfoT 11 


“It is by presupposing this mutual superimposition of 
the Self and the not-Self, called Avidya, that the 
conventions both secular and sacred of the means and 
object of right knowledge obtain in life, and so do the 
Sastras dealing with injunctions and prohibitions and 
even with final Release.” SBh. 


(?) 3 w *it 3THFgg»: 

“Atman or Self, as is well-known, is no adventitious 
thing for any one, for He is self-established.” 

SBh. 2-3-7. 


faWTcT 

ffU afaPmidiRiurd, f% 

“Objection: If Brahman is not an object of any action, 
then it cannot be maintained that the Sastra is the means 
of knowing It. 

Reply: Not so, for the Sastra purports to wipe off the 
distinctions superimposed on Brahman by Avidya (To 
explain:) The Sastra does not indeed propose to teach 
Brahman as such and such an object, but it teaches 
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Brahman as no object at all, being the inmost Self and 
removes all distinctions created by Avidya such as the 
knowable, knower and knowledge.” SBh. 1-1-4. 

The word anfc (such as 7 ) in this passage includes the 
distinctions of (1) desired object, desirer, and desire, (2) 
deed, doer and doing, and (3) experienced fruit of action, 
experiencer and experience. All of these, being 
superimposed on Brahman, vanish the moment that 
Brahman is Intuited as Reality devoid of all distinctions 
and differences. Appearances, as is well-known, have 
no existence of their own apart from the substrate on 
which they are superimposed and their sublation merely 
means the knowledge of their essential oneness with 
the substrate. 

34. The Sastra therefore, is a valid means of 
knowledge regarding Brahman insofar as it brings on 
the Intuition of Brahman by showing how all 
distinctions and differences are mere appearances 
superimposed on Brahman. Even the empirical means 
of knowledge, like perception, are held to be valid for 
this very same reason that they ultimately produce 
actual intuition of their object Our effort to see a thing, 
for instance, ends with the dawn of sight, the intuition 
of the thing sought to be seen. But then there is this 
difference between the ordinary means of right 
knowledge and the Sastra as a means of knowing 
Brahman: Even after we have perceived or inferred the 
existence of a phenomenal thing, the distinction of the 
knower, knowable and knowledge stays on as before; 
whereas when the Knowledge of Brahman-Atman 
dawns, this distinction is sublated for good. The 
following remarks of Sankara about this final Intuition 
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are worthy of note:- 


(?) atfa aikfaww ^nw.* 

^IT I W % 

to w(? - ^lehi^ra^, *?raqfa', ‘m wrfw’ 

4MfcftMGNq<4MJ|?l: I *rf?T 


% 3$ 3tI«Fl^T 1 

Mi^Moqrd>to4ryiuii<iuib^lsMT *r atran^^RtcT n 


“Nor, again, is it possible to assert that this Intuition 
is useless, or that it is a hallucination, for we do see that 
Avid yd is effectively removed, and there is no other 
knowledge to sublate it. We have already remarked that 
all talk of the true and the false is only before the dawn 
of the Knowledge of the Unity of Atman.” 

SBh. 2-1-4. 

[There can be no question of error in the sphere of non¬ 
duality.] 


“Moreover, this means of knowledge revealing the unity 
of Atman is final; and there is nothing else that can be sought 
to be known subsequently. (To explain:) When, for instance, 
in common usage it is laid down that ‘One should sacrifice’, 
it is at once sought to be known, what, by what means, and 
how (one is to sacrifice); but there is nothing else to be sought 
to be known when it is said That thou art’, ‘I am Brahman’; 
for the resulting Intuition relates to the Unity of the Self of 
all It is only when something else remains, that the desire 
to know it can possibly arise. But there is nothing else which 
remains to be known over and above the Unity of 
Atman.” SBh. 2-1-14. 

(?) t 333^1 ‘trgnw 

frtllR^ftwi: II 

“Nor is it possible to maintain that no such Intuition 
is ever produced, for there are Srutis like the following 
‘He was convinced of this instruction of his father’ 
(Ch. 6-13-3).” SBh. 2-1-14. 

[The Sruti is not quoted here as a mere authority, for 
preceding this statement there is a series of questions and 
answers in the train of arguments based upon Intuition.] 

(3) * snfcraf ffa ^3^; 

4lu<MHhmmtqiTx| I JH<HII<$4><4M- 
*lrU«ll5<i: hceu^ioqgi^l — $c4ejMHJ II 


35. This unique conception of the finality of 
knowledge and extinction of all means of knowledge, 
the Sastra no less than the other ordinary means, at 
the dawn of enlightenment, has been expressly stated 
in so many words elsewhere by Sankara: 

(?) zxi ^ faro:, 

TraffoT Jimuilfa I T % 3I^HMI^I&dl<qicHI<ft ftfS^lfoi 

3T5mT^rfoT WWfr II 

“Therefore, all injunctions and all other means of 
knowledge, end with the dawn of the Intuition ‘I am 
Brahman’. For when the Intuition of the secondless 
Atman, neither to be accepted or shunned, arises, 
Pramanas (or means of knowledge) cannot continue to 
thrive, since there will be neither a knower nor objects 
to be known then.” SBh. 1-1-4. 

(?) ‘3151 fqmsfarTT ^Iclfa’ frgTiBKl 3T^T:‘ 

(3. >f-v??) t^nmibi: spfuzmra: u«rl?t n 

“Since there is the text beginning with “Here the father 
ceases to be the father’ which says ‘the Vedas are no 
Vedas’ (Br. 4-3-22), non-existence of even the Sruti is 
certainly accepted by us in the state of Enlightenment.” 

SBh. 4-1-3. 
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36. As a corollary from the validity of the Sastra 
it follows that the words of a duly qualified teacher 
are as valid a means as the holy revelation itself, not 
because he is an authority on the subject, but because 
he has become one with the Supreme Atman. One 
would reach at the truth provided that he follows the 
line of reasoning shown by such a teacher, but not 
by any independent ratiocination:- 

(3) for tfefjur ite ii 

“This knowledge, my dearest boy, cannot be acquired 
or refuted by speculation, but only as revealed by a 
teacher other than a speculator, can it lead to conviction.” 

Ka. 2-9. 


00 


T ^UlleAui shli Ttff fcbrqUH : I 

uRn* nif^i 3i'j[l<ji^jdct44uiymuiiH n 


“Taught by a person of inferior knowledge, this Atman 
cannot be well-ascertained even if one should reason in 
various ways. There is no not-knowing, however, when 
taught by a teacher who has become one with this Atman. 
For, He (this Atman) is subtler than even the subtlest 
thing and beyond all reason.” 


Ka. 2-8. 


7. THE EMPIRICAL AND 
THE TRANSCENDENTAL VIEWS 


37. Avidya is the most fundamental of all the 
concepts we have so far considered. Man, as he is 
born, including the most intelligent of his kind who 
can distinguish truth from error, least suspects that 
deep down in his mind there might be a wider 
ignorance which engulfs within its range both the 
truth and error which he recognizes in ordinary life. 
That is why Sankara begins his Introduction to 
Vedanta Sutras with a concise and brisk statement 
of the nature of that error:- 

(?) ‘TP^’ 

HlchoMeWK: || 


“It is a natural procedure on the part of man to base 
his conduct on the notions of me and mine, mixing up 
the real and the non-real.” 

Introduction to Sutra Bhashya. 

And the set purpose of the Upanishads is to blot 
out this fundamental error. 


(?) M6I<J||4, 

3TRWRt || 



“To destroy this basic cause of all evils, all the 
Vedantas (or Upanishads) are begun in order to teach the 
Knowledge of the Unity, of Atman.” 


Intro, to SBh. 
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38. This leads us to a consideration of the 
distinction of naive view of Reality and Truth and 
the Vedantic view of the same. Sankara contrasts 
these two view-points by the terms Loka-drshti, and 
Sastra-drshti respectively, as for instance in the 
following passage: 


(?) Shifts’ (*-?-**) 

<»ii 4 — §^<14 wtaetryi 


“In the Sutra 2-1-24, the illustration of the milk was 
adduced to show that there may be a change in the 
substance of a thing even without an external cause, and 
that was only from' Lokadrshti (the commonsense view). 
But from Sastra-drshti (the Vedantic view), however, 
which entails the uniform dependence of an effect upon 
the Lord is not discarded” 

SBh. 2-2-3. 

Sankara, however, uses another pair of names for 
these views, the Vyavaharika (the practical) and the 
Pdramarthika (Really Real), as in the following 
statement: 

(*) arepra ^ oyidgrb* t}i93ij|ur*nfraT fasrm 

‘ ^ fe»TPT: mHuMUlw II 

“The previous rejoinder, citing the illustration of the 
sea and its waves, was given while granting this 
Vyvdhdrika distinction (of practical life), of the 
experiencer and the experienced, but from the 
Pdramarthika (Really Real) stand-point, however, there 
is no such distinction.” SBh. 2-1-14. 

We shall use these more familiar terms in our 
further discussion of these two stand-points. 


THE EMPIRICAL AND THE TRANSCENDENTAL VIEWS 55 


39. The Sanskrit word Vyavahara comprehends 
not only thought and expression but also conduct 
based upon them. To think and talk of mother-of- 
pearl as silver, and proceed towards it with the 
intention of taking up the supposed silver, is Mithya- 
vyvahara (wrong behaviour), while treating actual 
silver as silver in these three ways is Samyag- 
vyavahara or right behaviour. Now the Vedantic view 
is that all our ideas, speech and conduct based upon 
practical life (etlTdgiftch), are really due to ignorance 
from the Pdramarthika (transcendental. Really Real) 
stand-point. So then, Vyavaharika view is the same 
as the view of ignorance (3tifgijeb<jfB) or the view that 
distinguishes the knower and the known (w&nntel^fg), 
or the view of ordinary life (Htaxjfg), or the view based 
upon waking life (singly). It is on the inborn tendency 
of the human mind to falsely superimpose the Self 
and the not-Self (the body, the Senses and the mind 
of the waking state) upon each other that this 
Vyavaharic view is based. 

40. How is the waking point of view known to 
be the result of an error? We have already seen how 
this view takes the body and the organs of sense etc. 
to be real without any warrant, and mixes up the real 
Witnessing Atman and the unreal not-Self. The 
following description of waking as Laukika rehearses 
the same idea at full length. 

(?) w ^ i trar w 
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“ ‘With a thing’ means that it contains objective filings 
which are real from the stand-point of Avidya. And ‘with 
knowledge’ means that it contains the knowledge of these 
things. That which is the field of all Vyavahara includmg 
that of the Sastra, the duality consisting of the knowing 
subject and the knowable objects, is called Laukika, the 
ordinary life, which is the same thing as the waking state. 
This is waking as described in the Vedantas.” 

GKBh. 4-87. 

41. It may appear to be a bold statement to say 
that even the Sastraic Vyavahara has reality only in 
the field of Avidya. Is it not self-stultifying to say 
that the unreal Sastra reveals Reality? And why 
should we shamelessly call perception and other 
means of knowledge unreal while we have to deal 
with them all our life willy-nilly ? Sankara replies: 

(*) ^ I «<Je*W*KIU||il4 KUl 

TOdtahh, ? 

I ftcfiRblcI 31? mt - fAlfadill 

I 

3qq?T: ara?TT: i 

fg?iR srafr i ^ 

“This fault cannot be imputed to our position; for, all 
the Vyavaharas can be consistently real before 
Enlightenment dawns, like the Vyavahara in a dream 
before waking._(To explain:) So long as the Knowledge of 
the one real Atman has not arisen, the idea of the 
unreality of the effects, that is, of the nature of the means 
of knowledge, objects of knowledge and the resultant 
knowledge never occurs to any one; on the other hand, 
every one takes the effects alone to be himself and his 
own and says ‘this is me, this is mine’, forgetting his own 
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true nature of being Brahmatman. Therefore all 
Vyavahara (procedure), secular and Vedic, is consistent 
so long as one is not awakened to the Knowledge of one’s 
being the Atman of Brahmic nature. This is just like the 
case of an ordinary person seeing all sorts of phenomena 
in a dream. He is sure that he actually perceives those 
things before he is awakened, and does not suspect they 
are only simulacra of perception.” 

SBh. 2-1-14, p. 198. 

Add to this the conception of Sastra as the ultimate 
means of Knowledge as described in the previous 
section (p. 50) and we have a complete picture of 
Sankara’s distinction of the empirical view and the 
transcendental or Sastraic view. 

42. It would be interesting and profitable to 
contrast the significance of the several concepts we 
have discussed so far, from these two distinct points 
of view. To aid the memory of the beginner, the 
results of such a contrast are subjoined in a tabular 


form. 



Concept 

Vyavaharic Significance 

Paramarthic Signif icance 

Atman 

The individual soul. 

The Witnessing Principle. 

Avidya 

Ignorance of a thing. 

Superimposition of the 
Self and the non-self. 

Vidya 

Knowledge of an object. 

Intuition of Brahman as 
the universal Self. 

Srshti 

1) Creating or inventing 
something. 

2) The thing so created 

1) Projection of an 

appearance. 

2) The world super¬ 

imposed on Brahman. 

Isvara 

Ruler. 

Atman existing inde- 
dently of the world. 

Bondage 

Suspension, confinement. 

Apparent limitation. 

Release 

Setting free, becoming 
free. 

Getting rid of Avidya, etc. 
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8. MATTER AND METHOD 

43. Since, according to Vedanta, Brahman is 
absolutely void of all distinctions, and that secondless 
Entity is the only Reality, one might well wonder; 
0) how there could be a Science of Reality, (ii) how 
there could be any teaching of Brahman, (iii) to whom 
that teaching could be addressed and (iv) what purpose 
the teaching could possibly serve. These four primary 
considerations, called Anubandhas in the realistic 
Darsanas cannot gain entrance in the Advaita which 
knows no distinctions or differences. How is then a 
Science or Philosophy of Advaita possible at all ? 

44. This difficulty is obviated in Vedanta by 
adopting a method of teaching called the 
Adhyaropapaxada Nyaya. This method consists in the 
device of deliberately superimposing something on 
Reality for the time being, in order to remove some 
other superimposed characteristics, and then to 
rescind the presumed characteristic as well. That this 
is the only method adopted in the Upanishads has 
been shown by Sankara in his commentaries on the 
Upanishads and explained in so many words in his 
commentary on the Bhagavadglta. Thus in the course 
of explaining the meaning of Slokas (verses 13 and 14 
of Ch. XIII), which are by the way a virtual 
reproduction of Sxetasxatara (III, 16 and 17), he 
writes:- 


(5>) $ fayUMid fa&t i wh& i 

i twT f? 'ajsirctonrai5i«ii 

jrossERp sfit n 

“The several special features noticed in the Kshetrajna 
(the Self) owing to the limiting conditions caused by the 
different forms of Kshetra (the body etc.) being unreal, 
have been rescinded in the previous Sloka, and Kshetrajna 
has been taught to be realized as neither being nor non- 
being. But in this verse (13), even the unreal nature, 
manifested through the limiting conditions, has been 
treated as though it were the property of the knowable 
Self just to bring its existence home, and hence the 
knowable Kshetrajna is spoken of as possessing hands 
and feet etc. everywhere. Accordingly, there is the well- 
known saying of the knowers of tradition: ‘That which is 
devoid of all details is set-forth in detail through deliberate 
superimposition and rescission.” 

GBh. 13-13. 

(^) dfruyi# *i 

— || 

“Lest it should be supposed that this knowable Atman 
is really possessed of the senses such as hands and feet, 
just because they are imputed to It, this next verse is 
begun (to negate them).” GBh. 13-14. 

45. We shall try to show how here this device of 
Adhyaropapaxada (ascription and subsequent 
negation) has been applied in the Upanishads in the 
case of each of the concepts we have discussed in 
the preceding pages: 

(\) (a) M^ilMIdll PlfedbW 

II 
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“Subtler than the subtlest, greater than the greatest, 
the Atman is hidden in the cave (of the heart) of this 
born being.” Tai. Na. 10. 

Here Atman is described as residing within the 
heart of the Ji va, who desires to know the truth about 
the Self. Hence this is an ascription of a place to the 
Atman who being omnipresent cannot be located. 
This is done with the intention of withdrawing an 
extrovert mind which is naturally attracted by 
external objects of sense. 

(b) ^4c4||dl TT^RTRm^TT I 

ttfhjdlfejelltl: ifcTT frju® || 

“The one Deva (God) is hidden in all beings. All- 
pervading, the one inmost Self of all creatures, presiding 
over all, the Witnessing Consciousness residing in all 
creatures, the One without a second, having no qualifying 
adjuncts.” Sve.6-11. 

This predication of omnipresence to Atman as the 
Self of all, rescinds the ascription of its location in 
the heart of born creatures. 

(?) (a) atfaaraTTRT* cffanT: qfrt: I 

39FNIUH: Ufafa fST II 

“Living in the midst of Avidya but priding in their 
discriminating power and learning, the perplexed fools 
whirl round and round in Samsara like blind men led by 
one who is oneself blind.” Ka. 2-5. 

Here it is presumed that there are persons who do 
not know the real nature of the Brahman-Self. Of 
course, it is on this supposition of the ignorance of 
Brahman-Atman, that the enquiry into the nature of 


Brahman is begun. It should be noted that the student 
of Vedanta is granted to be ignorant of his true 
Brahmic nature, and that Brahman is the object of 
enquiry. Both of these assumptions are quite 
necessary before the Sastra or the teacher proposes 
to propound the real nature of Brahman. It is from 
this Adhyaropa (deliberate superimposition) stand¬ 
point that Sankara writes in his commentary on the 
first Sutra of Badarayana:— 

<Mir<Mi4 art! ^ 

“Thus there are many thinkers who differ from one 
another on this subject, some of them depending upon 
sound arguments and genuine texts while others depend 
on those of seeming validity. One who would accept any 
one of these opinions at random without seriously 
pondering over the matter, would be not only prevented 
from attaining the highest good, but even run the risk of 
becoming a prey to evil consequences. Therefore through 
proposing the enquiry into Brahman, this sacred 
investigation of the meaning of Vedanta texts, with the 
ancillary reasoning unopposed to them, is begun with the 
aim of showing the way to the highest good.” 

SBh. 1-1-L 

Here evidently besides the ignorance of Brahman, 
the validity of the Sastra as a means to Release, and 
the efficacy of sound reasoning subservient to it, as 
also duly qualified aspirants for the final goal, are all 
taken for granted to be factual from the Adhyardpa- 
standpoint of view. 
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(b) M qrf mft ggr Mt l iJdHJ 

■QTTsft ^rat UMi 11 

“All this Universe consisting of religious works. 
Knowledge and Brahman supremely immortal, is verily 
Purusha. One who knows this to be concealed in the 
recess of his heart, verily cuts this knot of Avidya here 
and now, my dear boy.” Mu. 2-1-10. 

Here there is the Adhyardpa of Vidya and its 
efficiency in completely destroying Avidya. Now, 
from the really real point of view, there is always 
only Brahman and nothing else. What is the correct 
view to take about these concepts of Vidya and 
Avidya? The following excerpt from Sankara will 
clarify this:- 


(c) ^ tt- 

I Meilrh: I nffa 

qifar i faenssttra: 

Sltfnjwhlftfw, 3RgrR: II 

Objection: But to whom does the Aprabodha 
(ignorance) pertain? 


Reply We reply - To you who are asking this question. 

Objection: But I am taught by the Sruti to be Isvara 
Himself! 


Reply: If you are thus awake, then there is no Avidya 
attaching itself to any one. And by this reply the 
additional fault laid at the door of the system by some 
objectors may also be regarded as having been set aside. 
They say that Atman having Avidya as a second entity 
beside Him, Advaita would cease to be a fact. 


SBh. 4-1-3. 


MATTER AND METHOD 


63 


Gaudapada has summed up this Apavdda 
(abrogation) of the assumption of Vidya and Avidya 
in the following verse: 

3Mlf{MKI4|| ipt I 

i^TII 

“When this Jlva awakes from his beginningless 
illusory dream, he then realizes the unborn, sleepless, 
dreamless, secondless Self.” GK. 1-16. 

[Here ‘sleep’ is the name given to not-knowing, and ‘dream’ 
to wrong conception or Adhyasa.] 

46. Avidya is the most fundamental concept used 
as a device for showing the illusory nature of all other 
concepts. It is to be itself overpassed when 
enlightenment dawns. We may now take up the other 
concepts to show how they serve as devices to teach 
the Truth applying this self-same principle of 
Adhyardpapavada. 

Atman is assumed to be an individual self in order 
to explode the delusion that the body, the senses or 
the mind may be the self. Thus proceeding from the 
Ijody one rises to the Consciousness of the true Self 
by taking for granted that the inner and more subtle 
non-Self is the actual Self and rejecting the grosser 
non-Self which was previously mistaken for the Self. 
Ordinarily man’s idea is so vague and confounded 
that he takes any one of the physiological or psychic 
forces or organs as his own self for practical purposes. 
This process is thus described by Sankara: 

(%) aisiret 3idPww$r«&: - 1 tram 

m snnta 
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fagifa, wifa, npifir 

«KiW., S^nStH^ 



— <rar 3RT:ch<U|l!m^ 

fg WITc*TR 4l4dlfi(nJT 


dfaH^I 3Rf: 


“We have already stated that superimposition means 
mistaking one thing for another. To explain by citation 
of specific instances: A man superimposes properties of 
external persons such as those of his son, wife or others 
on himself and thinks that he himself has a maimed body 
or a sound and perfect body while they (the wife, son or 
others) are maimed or possess a sound and perfect body. 
Similarly, attributes of the body are superimposed when 
he thinks ‘I am stout, lean or frail’; ‘I am standing, I am 
going, I am jumping’. He superimposes the properties of 
the senses on himself, when he thinks ‘I am dumb, blind 
Of one eye, deaf or impotent. So also he superimposes 
the properties of the internal organ (the mind) such as 
desire, will, doubt, certainty, etc. In the same way he 
superimposes the ego on the inner Atman who is the 
Witness of all its modifications and vice versa that inner 
Atman, the Witness of all, on the internal organ etc.” 

Introduction to Sutra Bhashya. 

Elsewhere, Sankara writes:- 

(?) *rafa rr yfaHiM 3TW rWlfa rllWJlilfad 

3rAu||IH^ AsT ddlcldl M^tlfrl: II 

“It is true that the Self to be known is partless, but 
there are many parts superimposed on him, such as the 
body, the senses, imagination, intellect and feeling or the 
experience of objects of sense. Now by one specific 
concentration, he discards one such part as the not-Self, 
and by another some other part. And so there is the 
possibility of gradual knowledge of the true Self.” 

SBh. 4-1-2. 
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Thus by means of the assumption of particular 
pseudo-selves as the real Self, certain other such 
selves may be relegated to the class of not-selves, and 
the process might continue till at last one arrives at 
the genuine Atman, the one Self in all beings. 

47. Similarly the world is taught to be a creation 
or transformation of the Supreme Atman in such 
Srutis as (?) TTts<»>iH<4fl I T-tit I TT l 

TT dnwwi l l (Tai. 2-6. ‘He desired that he 

might become plentious and be born as many, and 
created all this’); but in another place, the material of 
the universe may be declared to be Maya *rraT 3 
fctiirc( ($ve. 4-10) thus denying real causation and 
elsewhere the whole Universe may be pronounced 
to be- Brahman alone CA11 this 

indeed is verily Brahman itself Mu. 2-2-11), while in 
a fourth place the whole manifestation of Brahman 
as with form and formless may be emphatically 
denied stottt 3Ti^?Tt (Now 

for the teaching of the real Brahman, ‘Not this, not 
that’; there is no other way of describing Brahman 
except by negation (Br. 2-3-6). 

The different” ways of creation, described by 
different illustrations are only a device to take the 
aspiring mind to the realization of the real Atman. 
So says the Revered Gaudapada:- 

: TTIS<4<1NI<4 TlfTTT ch^^M II 

“By illustrations like those of clay, gold and sparks, 
creation has been described in various ways by the Srutis. 

All that is only a means.to take the mind to Truth. There 
is no difference or distinction whatever in Brahman due 

GK. 3 -15. 


to creation.” 
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48. We may now turn towards the concept of 
Isvara. The word in Sanskrit literally means a ruler 
and hence it is only a relative term. Brahman is 
spoken of as Isvara only when contrasted with the 
Jivas from the empirical point of view. The apparent 
inconsistency of admitting the distinction of a God 
and. the individual souls in the Absolutism of 
Vedanta, has been explained by Sankara by 
postulating Mayic conditioning adjuncts (see para 16, 
p. 24) invariably by citing the illustration of the 
distinction of the Universal Ether ( Akasa) and ether 
conditioned by jars, pots, etc. And the seeming 
anomaly in using one and the same epithet Isvara 
and even (Para-Brahman) for both the Higher and 
the Lower Brahmans, has been cleared up (p. 31) by 
drawing the attention of beginners to the fact that 
one and the same Reality is meant in all these cases; 
only one has to keep in mind the context - whether 
of Jnana (Knowledge) or of Upasana (meditation) in 
which the term is used to avoid confusion. 

49. Bearing this in mind, we may now proceed 
to see how the Adhyaropapavada Nyaya, is applied 
to this concept of Isvara. The following extract from 
Sankara may be studied with profit in this 
connection:- 

ri h lumiidl ton annrfn 

“Thus the Isvarahood of Isvara, has omniscience, 
omnipotence etc. are all due to the limitation caused by 
the adjuncts set up by Avidya, while from the Paramartha 
stand-point there cannot be reasonably any thought of 
the distinction of the ruler and the ruled or omniscience 


etc. in the Atman whose essential nature is altogether 
free from all limiting adjuncts." 

SBh. 2-1-14. 

And Sankara shows how even the Sruti constantly 
makes use of the concepts like Isvara from the stand¬ 
point of practical life:— 

(^) c44gl<|cH«irai sprrafa - ‘t”T 

Ttot XT* wnfqqto WITH TUt tjjtoor t^T tftaiHI- 

(f. *-*-??) ?faii 

“In the state of practical life, in the Sruti also the 
convention of Isvara etc. has been enunciated: This is 
the Ruler of all, this is the one Lord of all beings, this is 
the protector of all beings, this is the dam that maintains 
the boundaries so that there may not be any intermixing 
of the duties of these men.' (Br. 4-4-22).” 

SBh. 2-1-14. 

And the Sruti elsewhere rescinds this assumption 
in the following words:- 

IJH#* HPT: e^dcii % fafeld I 

^tBT ^ 7p3T Tpf 3 TTtR fpM 

“This, which is eternally in one’s own Self has got to 
be known; for there is nothing else to be known beyond 
this. The experiencer, the object of experience and the 
Inspirer must be contemplated and known. All this, the 
threefold distinction mentioned here, is really Brahman.” 

Sve. 1-12. 

Here God, who guides the individual soul, is 
declared to be no other than Brahman in the same 
way as the soul itself. The distinction between Isvara 
and the soul being based upon limiting adjuncts 
projected by Avidya, disappears simultaneously with 
the Knowledge of their eternal Unity. So says Sankara 
in another context: 
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3T^: Jifwwtfewt «raf?r, smz srafa 

^gruisr h^h, i faq i ^Mr^rmd^i 

3lfeld<t|l<jJI 

“Moreover, when non-duality is revealed by texts of 
the type of ‘That thou art’ by pointing out non-difference, 
then both Jiva’s liability to experience mundane life and 
Brahman’s creative aspect disappear, because all 
conventions of differences, being the display of delusion, 
are then banished by right Knowledge.” 

SBh. 2-1-22. 

50. And now for the concept of Bondage and 
Release. The following Sruti refers to the Self in both 
these states: 

(?) 3I%TgTS3rtTT ^SBR* ^i'MIell^ ^flcST ^ 

II 

“The self, not being able to do anything of his own 
free-will, is bound because of its nature of being an 
experiencer of the fruits of action, but on knowing the 
Deva, the self-shining Brahman, he is freed from all his 
bonds.” Sve. 1-8. 

It is evident that the text implies that bondage is 
due to ignorance, since Knowledge of the divine 
nature is declared to be the liberator. And how is 
Bhdktrtva the cause of bondage? We learn from 
another Sruti:- 


“The wise ones call him Bhokta (experiencer) who is 
conjoined to the body, the senses and the mind.” 

Ka. 3-4. 

And this so-called conjunction, we have seen 
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(p. 41), is the result of ignorance. So then from this 
Apavada (rescission) view release becomes 
synonymous with the Knowledge of one’s eternal 
nature as having no body. This point Sankara makes 
clear in the following words: 

(?) aryrffrrafrg q, tret wmifd*- 

I I IT^RT fayUMlH 

q TTtafa’ (3>T. ?-J?), $cill%fa«I: II 

Objection: But this state of being freed from a body, 
is itself the effect of Vedic works! 

Reply: No, it cannot be so. For, that is one’s eternal 
nature. For this, we have the authority of texts such as 
‘The wise one who knows the bodiless One in all the 
bodies. Himself remaining changeless in all the changeful 
(bodies), as the great omnipresent Atman, never grieves.’ 

(K. 2-22).” SBh. 1-1-4. 

So then the idea of one’s being bound by the body 
and obtaining Release from that Bondage ultimately, 
resolves itself into being ignorant of the nature of 
Atman and dispelling that ignorance by means of right 
Knowledge. And we have clearly seen that the 
teaching of ignorance and Knowledge is also in its 
turn an instance of Adhyaropapavada. 

Gaudapada who knows the spirit of Vedanta 
tradition, rightly remarks: 

q fqM q ritaftpf q ^ Tfisra;: i 

q 55^4 i tjth iKin&n n 

“No dissolution, no origin; no one bound, no one really 
practising the acts of discipline. Neither one who longs 
for Release nor indeed one who is Released. This is the 
true nature of things.” GK. 2-32. 

51. The next concept to which this principle of 
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deliberate superimposition and rescission has been 
applied, may be now taken up. How is the conception 
of the validity of the Sastra justifiable from the 
standpoint of Advaita? Adopting the Adhyaropa 
point of view, the Sruti says: 

(?) ‘Tlf 

“That Goal which all the Vedas teach.” Ka. 2-15. 


(9) t I 

“No one who is not proficient in the Vedas, can know 
that Great One.” Tai. Bra. 3-12-9-7. 

This is of course from the Adhyaropa point of view. 
From the Apavada point of view, however, they 
proclaim: 

(3) fMtllsRldl "Mdlrl WlrllSBlrll Hldil 3)clleb! 

3T^e(I 3t^T: II 

“Here the father becomes no father, the mother no 
mother, the worlds no worlds, the gods no gods, and the 
Vedas no Vedas.” Br. 4-3-22. 

[Where everything merges in the one Atman, even the Vedas 
are no longer Vedas.] 

It is only in the field of Avidya that the Vedas are 
conceded to be a valid source of Knowledge. But 
when the Goal is reached there is no need for this 
concession, for then all is seen to be the one Atman. 

52. The concept of Vyavahara (thought, 
expression and deed) is conceded only where we see 
duality, but there is no distinction whatever in the 
one Atman and hence the concession is retracted in 
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the context of Reality: 

(?) ^ ippjfw 

firafa ftTT gdtufrlclcdd ^TITtfw 

w, ^ ^17 fcMHlfd 

“Where it is as if it were duality, there one sees 
another, there one smells another, there one tastes 
another, one speaks to another, there one hears another, 
there one thinks of another, there one touches another, 
there one knows another. But where to this (enlightened 
one), all has become the one Atman, there who is to see 
whom, there who is to smell whom, there who is to taste 
whom, there who is to speak tc whom, there who is to 
hear whom, there who is to think of whom, there who is 
to touch whom, and who is to know of whom?” 

Br. 4-5-15. 

The Sruti says that even while seeing another and 
carrying on other functions of the sensory organs, it 
is duality as it were, for in reality it is Atman all the 
while, and so the distinction of the ordinary view 
and the transcendental view is itself abrogated here. 
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9. SANNYASA AND YOGA 

53. We have so far dwelt upon Sankara’s 
clarification of the most important Vedantic concepts 
relating to the central teaching of the Upanishads 
regarding Reality. We have now to pass on to a 
consideration of two other concepts, Sannyasa 
(renunciation) and Yoga (contemplation). These 
constitute the important steps of discipline which 
qualify an aspirant to enter upon the study of the 
cardinal doctrines of Vedanta. 

54. The word Sannyasa as popularly understood 
is associated with the mendicant life of a certain order 
of monks who wear ochre clothing. The significance 
of the Vedantic concept of Sannyasa is so variously 
understood by commentators that it is necessary to 
examine it more closely in order to shed light upon 
its precise nature as taught in the Upanishads. Here 
are some texts from the Mundaka and the 
Brhadaranyaka: 

(*) 

7TRTT *R^T: I 

WTJrT: ^ TOtt {IctRllrHI || 

“As for those who devote themselves to Tapas and 
Sraddha (discipline proper to their station of life, and 
meditation) in the forest with self-control and wisdom, 
and living on alms and unsullied by desire, they go 


through the solar-door to where the immortal Purusha 
of undecaying nature dwells.” Mu. 1-2-11. 

|The ‘solar-door’ represents the Devayana-path along which 
devoted souls travel to reach the Brahma-Loka.] 

This life is common to both Vanaprasthas and 
Sannyasins who have renounced the house-holder’s 
order as directed by the Smrtis. This is quite different 
I ruin the Paramahamsa-Sannyasa enjoined in the 
Dpanishad texts like the following: 

(9) ti? t dHTcMH WT^UTT: tJ^tUlTW MnaiJ- 

W spmtra fastrarj rRfcr ii 

“Knowing this Atman well-known to Vedantins, 
iTrahmanas transcend longing for offspring, longing for 
wealth and longing for the (three) worlds, and live on 
alms.” Br. 3-5-1. 

The Bhashya on this text remarks:- 

MlftdMIHitMqtl: I MlfolMIHj 

flfldijiH i ffH , id'.*i nR rti j ir( i 3rfarar- 

faM^dlAui l dl : I dfclfd'&Ul gifa 3TWWT MlftdM 
fltgH l eh l fdMxHU i rkRlWdli , djlMdld l feRUtHfelR 

ST 11 

“For there may be reasonably a Parivrajya (going away 
I rom home, Sannyasa), other than that which belongs to 
l lie knowing person, and is of the nature of transcending 
all desires. To explain: The Parivrajya , which is of the 
nature of transcending the desires ( Eshanas ), is ancillary 
to the Knowledge of Atman, for it is of the nature of 
ienunciation of the desire opposed to the Knowledge of 
Brahman, and desire is only in the sphere of Avidya. And 
other than that, there is a Parivrajya in the form of an 
Asrama (order of life), a means to the attainment of 
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Brahmaloka and other fruits of action. It is in connection 
with this Sannyasa that wearing Yajndpavita etc. are 
enjoined and that the Linga (the characteristic uniform 
of the order) is enjoined.” 

Br. Bh. 3-5-1. 

[The sacred thread or wearing the cloth in a particular form 
is necessary for worshipping the gods, or the manner of carrying 
on human activities in accordance with religion. This 
Yajnopavltadi, wearing a saffron cloth, carrying a staff, a water- 
pot, and other items distinguishing a Sannyasin is Linga.] 

This description of a Smartha Sannyasin, must be 
sufficient to assure us that a real Paramahamsa has 
no characteristic marks of a particular Asrama. 
Accordingly the Jabaldpanishad says: 

,(■*) 3W faduffilUl yuihufblg: $$PTToit 

*lctd¥d II 

“And now for the Parivrat, wearing a slightly coloured 
cloth, shaven, having nothing in his possession, clean, 
malevolent towards none, living on alone, he attains 
Brahman-hood.” Jab. 5. 

55. So much for the outward form of a Sannyasin. 
And what would be the nature of his mind? Here is 
what Lord Sri Krishna says:- 

(?) SrarEffiS: Tlchf fadfttfl fepi<rcgg: I 

Trent tMIttHlftpiTtfld II 

“Possessing a mind unattached to everything, self- 
controlled, void of all desires, he attains the 
accomplishment of perfect actionlessness, through 
Sannyasa." G. 18-49. 

Here Sankara's commentary explains that 
Sannyasa is either right Knowledge, or the 


renunciation of all actions through that Knowledge 
ddj<ft>ur ctt And what this internal 

renunciation of all actions consists in, is thus 
explained by the Lord himself:- 

(?) u4<*itiffin Trren tMwrc* i 

“Having mentally renounced all actions, the self- 
controlled embodied one rests happy in the fortress of 
nine doors, himself doing nothing and engaging no one 
else in any action.” G. 5-13. 

(3) ^ %rSt 7Rl?T <wRhf l 

ffit «nwf II 

“The Knower of Truth would think that he is doing 
nothing while he sees, hears, touches, smells, eats, moves 
about, sleeps, breathes, speaks, excretes (waste matter), 
grasps, opens or shuts his eyes; he would always bear in 
mind that only the senses function on their 
objects.” G. 5-8,9. 

This is the real Sannyasa (renunciation), through 
Samyagjnana (right Knowledge). The'right Knowledge 
itself, as we have seen, has been (in Sankara’s 
commentary on Gita 18-49) considered Sannyasa par 
excellence. And what that right Knowledge consists 
in relation to action, is summed up in the following 
verse of the Bhagavadglta 

(*) Ch4uqch4 7T: TJ^gpffilT iT ^4 I 

TT jf.&m'f TJtR: ^*4^111^11 

“He who sees inaction in action, and action in inaction, 
he is the wisest of all men; he has a poised mind, and he 
alone has done all that had to be done.” 


G. 4-18. 
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Here Sankara explains: 


“The wise one sees action in inaction, And inaction in 
action, seeing that all thought of action, means of action 
etc., are in the field of Avidya alone, since engagement 
in action or desisting from it both depend on the doing 
agent, and never affect the Reality of Atman." 

GBh. 4-18. 


56. Genuine Sannyasa then consists in one’s 
realizing the eternally actionless Atman as identical 
with one’s own Self. The effect of such Realization 
on one’s empirical life is obvious. The normal mind 
which recognizes gradations of fellow-beings as 
regards their physique, wealth, intellect and social 
position, naturally finds it difficult to adjust itself to 
the varying factors or to react with equanimity in all 
cases. But the genuine Sannyasin, by dint of the 
mental equilibrium gained through his Intuition and 
the Sannyasin who tries to emulate him in his 
accomplishments for the sake of acquisition of right 
Knowledge (farfsrfwf:), on the other hand, is unique in 
his equable behaviour towards all. I shall quote a few 
more verses from the Bhagavadgita in illustration of 
this: 




“One is said to be a Sthitaprajna (equanimous) when 
one abandons all desires that pertain to the mind, being 
perfectly satisfied in and for one’s own Self.” G. 2-55. 


[The perfect one is never elated or dejected by pleasure or 
pain due to sensory contact of external objects, for he ever rests 
in his Real Self.] 
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mrf ■RTE) few 7R: I 
fefa f? THT W d^wfui ^ feWT: II 


“The wise look upon a learned Brahmana of reputed 
demeanour, a cow, an elephant, a dog or an outcaste with 
equal regard. They have indeed overcome birth in this 
very life, whose mind is fixed upon the one and the same 
Brahman in all. Brahman in all is, as is well-known, 
perfectly stainless and so they rest in Brahman alone.” 

G. 5-18,19. 

[The wise stay their mind on Brahman only everywhere and 
are for ever unaffected by the external conditioning adjuncts 
superimposed by Avidya.] 


57. . The real aim of Sannyasa being the 
Realization of the immortal Self of all, it is evident 
that acquisition of worldly possessions can be but a 
serious obstacle in the way of the aspirant for that 
Supreme Goal. The Sruti says: 




“Not by religious works nor by progeny, nor yet by 
acquisition of wealth, but only through renunciation did 
the great ones attain immortality.” Tai. N. 12-3. 


It is strange and regrettable that this ideal of 
Sannyasa taught by the Great Sankaracharya, both 
by precept and example, has been almost lost sight 
of in these days, and even upstarts putting on the 
ochre cloth and parading with staff and Kamandalu 
(water-pot) through busy streets or haranguing from 
platforms to eager crowds on the verities of Vedanta, 
are often admired as the harbingers of a new Yedantic 
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age. One c&nnot guess what other ulterior motives 
may be lurking behind the scene! 

Those that are sincere aspirants for genuine 
Sannyasa , however, will refuse to be admitted into 
this cadre of charlatans and escapists. For such 
candidates there are secondary types of Sannyasa 
recommended in the Srutis and Smrtis 

(1) The first Thyaga or Sannyasa is giving up 
prohibited immoral acts 

‘difawl 

“One who has not abstained from bad conduct, cannot 

attain Atman through Knowledge.” Ka. 2-24. 

« 

Then (2) renouncing the Karmas enjoined for the 
various fruits thereof («hiw4c*>4ciim), and then (3) giving 
up the desire for the enjoyment of fruits of all acts 
whateven- 

<snnHi safari worn fag: i 

Wl(£4^41M favltylUII: II 

“The far-seeing regard the renunciation of Kamya- 
karmas as the Sannyasa and the wise call that Thyaga 
which consists in the abandonment of the fruits of all 
actions.” G. 18-2. 

(4) The fourth step in the ladder is to perform 
one’s own proper Karma — the duty enjoined by the 
Sastra as proper to his station in life:- 

W*4«ll faFgfa HR?; II 
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“By worshipping that God from whom all creatures 
are born and in whom all beings live and move, and by 
whom all this Universe is pervaded, by worshipping that 
God through the performance of one’s own duty, man 
attains perfection.” G. 18-46. 

When one has taken these successive steps, the 
final step can be scaled without difficulty. It is this 
final step that enables one to realize the goal at last. 

(5) Hffarar Hiifa; trut 1 

at? Htajfasnfa ht 11 

“Giving up all actions, take refuge in me alone. I shall 
free thee from all stains; do not grieve.” G. 18-66. 

58. ‘ The Vedantic concept of Yoga, has been 
mistaken for so many practices advocated by 
different schools, that many gullible people are taken 
in by the display of certain miracles by unscrupulous 
imitators who would have us believe that their ‘Yoga’ 
is a free pass entitling them to be considered as the 
only Vedantins. The doctrine of the post-Sankaras, 
stating that experience of Advaita is possible only in 
Samadhi, has added strength to this current belief. 
Vachaspati Misra, for instance, says: 

(U HmRlftPd I UKUlWIHHHBlfl fa 

HHHqglcRfaT: I HHIf: 'sWfatf WT: ?fa I 31? 

HRS?:’ ffa HKufr fa y i:; TdRuilfadbil:’ ffa U||4|i|^f|:; 

» ^Hl|: — SIR^ 3rfmdPwi4l 

HHlfa:’ ffa I dliUpIg drildll 4WI^ dUfatpiUM:, 

3TRR: SIW^dTd II 

This is Misra’s comment on Badarayana’s Vedanta 
Sutra 2-3-39. Here evidently the author of the sub- 
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commentary on Sankara’s Sutra Bhashya is seeking 
to interpret the Vedantic text ‘3TTRT aft 3[gat: 
nRiaft : ’ (Br. 2-4-5). wherein Yajnavalkya 

is explaining to his wifehow Atman is to be seen, 
i.e.. Realized. Of course, Atman being one’s own Self 
can Yiever be literally ‘seen’. The whole dialogue 
between the sage and his wife is devoted to show 
how the universe originates from Atman, rests in 
Atman while it appears and finally dissolves into 
Atman, and is therefore essentially identical with 
Atman. There is absolutely no reference to Yoga at 
all anywhere in this context and yet the author of 
the Bhamati is anxious to interpret this text as though 
it were a passage from Patanjali, and concludes by 
explaining that (Atman is to be seen by means 
of experience in Samadhi or mystic trance)! 

59. And the author of Vi varana (commentator of 
the Panchapadikd) writes: 

(^) ^ trptqipwtofcwt : fiff: ? 3ft 

ftfft II PV.p.284. 

In this passage Prakasatman is offering an 
explanation for the apparent inconsistency that one 
who has already intuited the non-dual Atman still 
continues to perceive the manifold world. His 
explanation is that the intuition is in the Yogic trance 
of Asamprajnata-Samddhi while the perception of 
duality is due to the defect engendered by the 
Prarabdha-karma (Karma whose effects are still 
fructifying and can subside only after the mortal coil 
is shuffled off). 
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60. Other writers on Vedanta up to our own times 
also follow in the foot-steps of these way-showers 
and seem to think that experience of Vedantic truths 
is reserved for adepts in Patanjala-Yoga. It is therefore 
meet that we examine what the Srutis themselves 
have to say on the subject and how Sankara himself 
has clarified this concept. 

61. We shall first advert to the Brhaddranyaka 
text which the author of the Bhamati feels to be 
redolent of the Yoga-Samadhi. I have drawn the 
attention of the reader to the fact that in the entire 
body of the dialogue. Yoga is conspicuous by its 
absence. As for the word ‘ NididhyasitavyahcC where 
Vachaspati Misra smells the Yogic Dhyana, it reveals 
itself to be perfectly innocent of this denotation or 
connotation, when the sentence is examined as a 
whole. For it runs thus: 

(?) 3TRTT 3T aft 3 [gat: aftaaft rRfeqt ftfcg l lftMotil 
3T aft fftf^ll 

“Atman alone, O Maitreyi, is to be seen, to be heard, 
thought over and dwelt upon; by, seeing, thinking over 
and understanding of Atman, O my dear, all this becomes 
Known.” Br. 2-4-5. 

Here it will be observed that the original word 
fafsMiKu (‘Nididhyasana’) has been subsequently 
paraphrased by fftjTR (‘Vijnana’) which means to 
understand and Know. That this is the significance 
to be attached to this term is confirmed by a previous 
sentence in this connection: 

(Y) TT ftara UI*|ek»cW: fjRT 3<lft faft UPlft 

srrtsflrwifa ft ft ftf^sireTtftfa n 
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“And that Yajnavalkya said; ‘O how dear is my wife! 
Your talk is most pleasing to me, come on and take your 
seat and I will explain it to you. Listen and understand 
while I expatiate on the subject.” Br. 2-4-4. 

Here it will be observed that the very word 
Nididhyasana is employed to denote attentive 
listening and understanding the drift of what is 
spoken. 

62. We may now take up Vedic passages which 
refer to Yoga expressly. The Upanishad that arrests 
our foremost attention in this connection is the 
Svetasvatara wherein we read: 

(0 Tjjairt II 

•“That cause known through Samkhya and Yoga, 
knowing that Deva, one is liberated from all 
bonds.” Sve. 6-13. 

Here Samkhya and Yoga are expressly declared to 
be the means of Release. 

(*) faww war ^nt yiftt i 

wbr iraffbr t rc ragift u 

fajJPt TRt UTT^diyUd: II 
^ VI<S><W(^e|lcj«bire|cirj|?l F^HWKIir^; I 

The second and the third of these Mantras (Sve. 2- 
8, 9,10) refer to Pranayama (control of breath) and 
Asana (posture) respectively. These practices are very 
much the same as those laid down by Patanja.il But 


* Sankara’s reading is * Sdmkhyayogabhipannani. 


that the result aimed at is quite different here is clear 
from the first verse which says: 

“After keeping the body erect and straight, and 
restraining the senses and detaining them by means of 
the mind in the heart, the wise one should cross all the 
dangerous currents by means of the boat of 
Brahman.” Sve. 2-8. 

It is obvious that it is not the mere suppression of 
the modifications of the mind that is aimed at; nor 
are the means confined to the usual eight steps of 
Yoga, for Brahman is the chief means here. 

63. Sankara expressly warns us that it is not the 
Samkhya or the Yoga recommended in the schools 
named by these words that are meant in the text cited 
above; 

“As for the realization referred to in the text ‘That 
cause attained through Samkhya and Yoga, it must be 
concluded that it is the Vedic Knowledge (of Atman) and 
the Vedic meditation that are denoted by the words 
Samkhya and Yoga, since that alone would be a mere 
direct reference in the context.” SBh. 2-1-3. 

64. And now let us see if any other Upanishad 
refers to this ‘Vedic’ Yoga. We find the following 
texts in the Katha : 

(D 'jRAtiita 

fagifai rt 

“Nachiketas got this Knowledge as well as the way of 
Yoga as taught by Mrtyu, (the God of death), attained 
Brahman and became free from all the taint of actions 
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and from death. And so would he also become whoever 
Knows this Adhyatmic Truth.” Ka. 6-18. 


[Here is a reference to Yoga as a means to the Knowledge of 
Brahman.] 




“The wise one who knows that Deva through the 
attainment of the Adhyatma Yoga gets rid of elation and 
grief.” Ka. 2-12. 


Here the Yoga is specifically named Adhyatma 
Yoga (the Yoga of Atman), implying that the Yoga is 
intended for those who would Realize the Atman 
taught in Vedanta. And the details of this Yoga are 
to be found in the following verses of the Katha 
Upanishad : 

(*) ^ t i 

ttfSnn g«sdl ^ippiT II 

TllHMIrMfH ^ tatNrar&i&RT II 

*r. VW, 


“This Atman is hidden in all beings, and therefore 
does not show himself. But with the help of the keen 
concentrated subtle mind. He .can be seen by those who 
persist in the practice of observing the subtle 
entity.” Ka. 3-12. 


For those that are extroverts, who identify 
themselves with the senses, this Atman is hidden, 
covered up with the Maya projected by Avidya. For 
the introverts, however, who habitually look within, 
and concentrate the mind. He reveals himself without 
difficulty. This process of looking within and 
concentrating the mind is detailed in the next verse: 
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“The discriminating aspirant should merge speech 
and other organs in the mind, and that mind in the 
intellect. This intellect should be dissolved in the 
individual self (or Hiranyagarbha's intellect) and that 
again in the Santa-Atman, the real Atman, free from all 
specific features.” Ka 3-13. 

The senses, the common mind, the intellect, the 
individual self, are successively to be merged, the 
grosser in the more subtle, till at last everything else 
is seen to be one with the Real Self, hidden in all 
beings. When all these apparent selves are realized 
to be merely appearances, and are finally dissolved 
into the Reality which is the substrate of all, that 
would be seen to be the aim of the whole process. 

65. It will be noted that this Yoga, elsewhere 
described in the Upanishad as firm holding of the 
senses (fwifaf^wnoilH, 6-11), is no creative imagination 
like Upasana (meditation). It is an effort to see subtle 
things as they are as, for instance, the concentrated 
effort on the part of a scientist when he observes 
minute things through a microscope. On turning 
inwards and closely examining, the senses are seen 
to be no more than functions of the mind and 
that the mind is nothing but the intellect (ffig) the 
determining aspect of the mind. The thoughts of a 
thinker are then discerned to be the thinker himself. 
This thinker again is really the Universal Atman who 
is the changeless Witnessing Principle in each one of 
us. 

66. This Adhyatma Yoga has been designated as 
Dhyana Yoga in the Bhagavadgita. It would be 
profitable to quote the relevant Slokas here: 
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pjsn gfh^Rn i 

3TT?*rcm TR: pdT * fa%3[fa fadi j ^ n 


w pi fnja^fd 
irat fo^ddi 




pF^ej TRTRR f^ WchViiq : I 


F# 1 


G. 6-25 to 28. 


The same process of merging the senses in the 
mind, and the mind Cm all its aspects) in Atman is 
summarized here. The Yogin is said to wash off all 
dross of foreign thought and contact Brahman 
without any difficulty by dint of constant 
practice. And the ultimate result of this concentrated 
Yoga, is the Realization of the Atman described in 
the Upanishads: 

MtJ'Hdtfa cJIchFh | 


“One who has attained the balanced mind through 
Yoga, sees the Atman in all beings and all beings in the 
Atman, for he sees the same Reality everywhere.” 

G. 6-29. 






“One who treats a well-wisher, a friend, an enemy, a 
neutral person, a mutual friend, a hateful person, or a 
relative, a saint or a sinner with the same regard is really 
the best of Yogi ns” G. 6-9. 


[This is the best test in empirical life through which one 
can satisfy oneself as to whether or not he has been a perfect 
Yogarudha.] 


CONCLUSION 


67. We have now exhausted almost all the 
fundamental concepts according to Sankara. The two 
most primary concepts of all are the concept of 
Atman and that of Avidya. The discussion of the 
concept of Atman, starts from the generic idea of the 
empirical self, and ultimately leads the critical 
enquirer to the axiomatic notion of the Paramatman 
or Mahan Atman who is the Universal Witnessing 
Consciousness or Brahman, as is evidenced by the 
Jyotirbrahmana of the Brhadaranyaka which 
expatiates on the subject in the form of a narration 
of the dialogue between King Janaka and 
Y fignavalkya. 

The sage Yagnavalkya initiates the King into the 
mystery of the concept of Atman by saying that even 
when all the external lights are extinguished, it is the 
I -ight of Atman alone that continues to serve as the 
guide for all human procedure in life. The first set of 
questions and answers there, is as follows:- 

(*) 3TT^T TTtaT PdilMtW: JIT% fSRnsffit: 

P*t: TUTTC: RteFRWtfa SSTilifa 

f? w^t pbr tftaiujdshmfd pit wnfbi n 

M Question : Which is that Atman? 

Answer. He who is of the nature of Consciousness 
among the Pranas (or the organs of sense ) and is the 
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Light within the heart. Identifying himself with the mind, 
he traverses both the regions. He thinks as it were, and 
moves about as it were. Becoming indeed a dreamer, he 
crosses beyond- this region and transcends the forms of 
death.” Br. 4-3-7. 

Here is a clue to the fact that Atman does not really 
own the aggregate of the body and the senses which 
make him mortal; for he transcends this mortal coil 
so soon as he enters the dreathland. After 
subsequently showing how every soul that goes into 
the state of deep sleep, crosses beyond ignorance, 
desire and action and extricating itself from the toils 
and moils of mundane life it is beyond all desire and 
grief (3Hkich'mnirMcbmMcbni even 

through this temporary merging in Brahman (4-3-32) 
- and after narrating the vicissitudes of the 
transmigratory soul, the sage finally concludes:— 

(?) tt ciT ircr Tigrnr i 

flpsw % ii ( , #-'#-?<0 

“This great unborn Atman indeed is unaging, undying, 
immortal Brahman. Brahman, as is well-known, is 
fearless. Verily whosoever knows It thus, becomes the 
fearless Brahman indeed.” 

Br. 4-4-25. 

The other concept, to wit, that of Avidya, is unlike 
the concept of Atman, only a concession to the naive 
mind which longs to attain final Release. Avidya, 
according to Sankara, is as we have already seen, the 
instinctive notion of me and mine entertained by all 
human beings owing to the mutual superimposition 
of the Self and the non-Self. Nobody suspects it to be 
ignorance till the Sastra and a Vedantic teacher 
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discloses its delusive nature. The concept is a device 
employed by the Upanishads for the purpose of 
teaching the Truth. All other concepts such as 
causation, creation, Isvara, spritual discipline 
including Sannyasa and Yoga and the validity of the 
Sruti itself as a means of right Knowledge as well as 
the distinction between the empirical and the 
transcendental views, all these presuppose the 
concept of Avidya. There can be no talk of the 
Science of Vedanta, or of the relation of a master 
and the pupil aspimg for a course of instruction in 
that Science without the concept of Avidya as the 
prius. The moment one rises to the mental level of 
Vidya which discloses the true nature of Brahman 
as the only Reality, all these concepts are invalidated 
and the Intuition of the non-dual Brahman alone 
remains as the eternal Truth and Reality in one. 


Om Tat Sat 
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